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LETTER 


PROM 


HE  SECRETARY  OF  WAR 


TRANSMITTING. 


ITH  A  BETTER  FROM  THE  CHIEF  OF  ENGINEERS,  REPORTS  ON 
!  RELDHNAEY  EXAMINATION  AND  SURVEY  OF  MOUTH  OF  BRA- 
OS  RIVER  UP  TO  FREEPORT,  TEX.,  WITH  A  VIEW  TO  SECURING 
"  DEPTH  OF  25  FEET. 


Member  31.  1914.— Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Rivers  and  Harbors  and  ordered 

to  be  printed,  with  illustration. 


War  Department, 

II  Washington ,  December  29,  1914 • 

ft  bPEAKER  OF  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES. 

.ir:  I  have  the  honor  to  transmit  herewith  a  letter  from  the  Chief 
engineers,  United  States  Army,  of  this  date,  together  with  copies 
reports  from  Lieut.  Col.  C.  S.  Rich6,  Corps  of  Engineers,  dated 
Member  20,  1913,  and  Jnly  23,  1914,  with  map,  on  preliminary 
ruination  tmd  survey,  respectively,  of  mouth  of  Brazos  RiVer  up 
f  reeport,  Tex.,  made  in  compliance  with  the  provisions  of  the 
rtr  and  harbor  act  approved  March  4  1913 
Very  respectfully  ' 

Henry  Breckinridge, 

Acting  Secretary  of  War. 

War  Department, 

Office  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers, 

Washington,  December  29,  1914. 

'^le  Engineers,  United  States  Armv 

o  The  Secretary  of  War. 

i  art:  Preliminary  examination  and  survey  of  Brazos  River,  mouth 

1  Freeport,  Tex. 

sukniitted  herewith  for  transmission  to  Congress 
Trts  dated  September  20,  1913,  and  July  23,  1914,  with  map,  by 
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t  •  f  r  s  Riche  Corps  of  Engineers,  on  preliminary  examined 

the  river  and  harbor  act  approved  March  4,  1913 

9  The  existing  proiect  for  the  improvement  of  the  moutn  oi  ism 

Brazos  River  is  to  repair  and  strengthen  the  two  parade  je  Ae®. 01 

S  ra,  [2533.3.^3} 

t°2 flengtS’ ®^d -^foS  Si! 
tor  sue  s.  March  4,1913,  made  an  appropriation  for  a  ne B 

S  the  entrance  and  up  as  far  as  the  present  steamship  w^rf.  T 

SffiTSSTA  “ 

is  estimated  at  $150, 000  annually  the  nt 


' 


is  estimated  at  ^,090  —^  =Hhat  ¥e  preset  a 
5SEESJ InJer ^et^ed  and  the 

fete,  S231  i££2SEEi» 

Freeport  wl  n^addhional  terminal  facilities  have  been  mo^ud 

The  division  engineer  concurs  in  general  with  the  Mews  of  the 

trl,<it  Those  renorts  have  been  referred,  as  required  by  law,  to 
Boarlof  Engineers.for  Rivem  and  Harbors  and  attention^  mv 

t0  HS  at  this  time, 

convinced  that  the  commercial  nt^  90  inch  dredge  recommendec 

Z‘dttrS o“S ,talT£U»  that  th.  imn.di.1.  and  P 

SSSkTV’ tSr 

about  22  feetTn  depth  from  the  jetties  up  to  the  present  wharf 
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ive  some  time  which  can  be  devoted  to  the  maintenance  of  t  lie  intra- 
astal  canal  adjacent  to  the  river,  and  perhaps  for  such  extension  of 
e  project  upstream  toward  the  town  of  Freeport  as  may  be  found 
sirable.  With  the  smaller  dredge  proposed  by  the  board  the  esti- 
ated  cost  of  the  improvement  is  $455,000,  including  operation  of  the 
Action  dredge  for  three  years,  and  of  the  seagoing  dredge  engaged  on 
Is  work  one-half  the  time  during  a  similar  period.  The  cost  of  sub- 
}uent  maintenance,  if  the  port  develops  sufficient  commerce  to 
dify  continuance,  is  estimated  at  $100,000  annually.  Contingent 
|on  certain  conditions  the  board  recommends  the  further  improve- 
imt  of  the  locality  in  accordance  with  this  plan. 

4.  After  due  consideration  of  the  above-mentioned  reports,  I  concur 
the  views  of  the  Board  of  Engineers  for  Rivers  and  Harbors  and 
before  report  that  the  further  improvement  by  the  United  States 
the  mouth  of  Brazos  River  is  deemed  advisable  under  a  modified 
pject  providing  for  the  purchase  of  one  15-inch  suction  dredge,  its 
oration  for  a  period  of  three  years,  the  operation  of  the  seagoing 
bdge  already  authorized  one-half  time  during  a  period  of  three 
irs,  and  repairs  to  jetties,  all  at  an  estimated  cost  of  $455,000,  and 
1)0,000  annually  thereafter  for  maintenance,  if  this  is  deemed  advis- 
e  after  the  experimental  period  of  three  years,  subject  to  the  con- 
ions  recommended  by  the  board  as  specified  in  paragraph  12  of  its 
!'ort  dated  December  9,  1914.  The  initial  appropriation  should  be 
15,000  and  the  sum  of  $100,000  should  be  made  available  each  vear 
ireafter. 

Dan  C.  Kingman, 

Chief  of  Engineers ,  United  States  Army. 


PORT  OF  THE  BOARD  OF  ENGINEERS  FOR  RIVERS  AND  HARBORS 

ON  SURVEY. 

[Third  indorsement.] 

Board  of  Engineers  for  Rivers  and  Harbors, 

December  9,  191 J. 

the  Chief  of  Engineers,  United  States  Army: 

.  The  following  is  in  review  of  the  district  officer’s  reports  on 
iminary  examination  and  surve}^  of  mouth  of  Brazos  River  up 
freeport,  Tex.,  with  a  view  to  securing  a  depth  of  25  feet,  sub¬ 
ted  under  authority  of  the  act  of  March  4,  1913: 

The  existing  project  for  the  improvement  of  the  mouth  of  the 
zos  River,  which  has  been  in  effect  since  1899,  provides  for  a 
anel  150  feet  wide  and  18  feet  deep  at  mean  low  water  up  to 
isco,  a  distance  of  about  6.5  miles,  the  repair  of  the  jetties  to 
vect  a  dredge  while  working  in  the  channel,  and  the  construction 
pur  dikes  and  the  narrowing  of  the  channel  where  necessary. 
Ler  this  project  the  channel  dimensions  have  been  obtained  several 
is  and  the  jetties  have  been  repaired.  Owing,  however,  to  rapid 
noration  of  the  channel  after  freshets,  the  full  depth  has  not 
riled  continuously  for  long  periods.  The  mean  tidal  range  is 
feet.  The  total  expenditures  by  the  United  States  to  June  30, 
*,  were  approximately  $441,600. 
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3  The  recently  established  town  of  Freeport  is  situated  on  tit- 
right  bank  of  the  river  about  5  miles  above  the  outer  end  of  till 
jetties,  which  are  about  1  mile  m  length.  The  railroad  has  beef 
extended  from  Velasco  to  a  point  about  1  mile  above  the  mner  enf 
of  the  jetties,  where  a  wharf  has  been  established  on  the  left  badit 
The  commerce  at  this  port  has  been  small  in  the  past,  but  in  recer! 
years  has  shown  a  tendency  to  increase,  particularly  since  the  tow  > 
of  Freeport  has  been  established  and  the  extensive  sulphur  mm. 
about  4  miles  distant  have  been  opened  on  a  commercial  basis. 

4  The  district  officer  states  that  any  improvement  that  involve 
the 'extension  of  the  jetties  would  be  very  expensive  and  could  n. 
be  justified  by  existing  or  immediately  prospective  commercial  coi 
ditions.  He  believes  that  reliance  must  be  placed  on  dredging 
depths  much  greater  than  12  to  14  feet  are  to  be  had,  and  this  wou 
be  the  case  whether  the  jetties  are  extended  or  not.  He  is  of  opmlc 
that  the  seagoing  dredge  now  under  construction,  which  is  to  dm. 
her  time  between  the  Brazos  River  and  Aransas  Pass,  will  be  able 
care  for  the  exposed  portions  of  the  entrance  channel  at  both  p  lac. 
but  it  is  not  likely  that  it  will  be  able  to  do  much  more.  Iherefo 
any  other  dredging  in  the  Brazos  River  will  call  foi  an  addition 
dredge.  The  district  officer  states  that  a  20-inch  suction  dred 
similar  to  those  authorized  for  the  Houston  Ship  Channel  would 
suitable  for  the  interior  work  m  the  Brazos  River  Such  a  died 
could  be  used  to  advantage  elsewhere  m  the  district  m  case  t 
improvement  proved  to  be  unworthy  of  continuance. 

5.  The  existing  project  depth  of  18  feet  has  never  been  maintain 
continuously  for  any  great  length  of  time,  and  it  is  the  opinion 
the  district  officer  that  it  will  be  necessary  to  have  a  dredge  c^nstani 
available  in  the  river  in  order  to  maintain  such  depth  Moreov 
he  believes  that  this  depth  is  inadequate  for  the  use  of  economr 
ocean-going  vessels,  and  that  a  minimum  depth  of  21  leet,  a 
preferably  as  close  to  25  feet  as  can  be  obtained,  should  be  provid. 

6.  The  district  officer  estimates  the  cost  of  an  adequate  impro 

ment  as  follows: 


One  20-inch  hydraulic  pipe-line  dredge,  complete  with  pontoon  pipe  line 

Operating'tlfe  above  dre!lgeefor  a  year  and  a  half,  inclii^ng  ordinary  rep^ii3  ^ 

Operatin^'nCT^seagoin^djredte? Comstock* during  "re ' including  ordi-  ’ 
*nary  repairs,  $120,000  (her  time  being  divided  between  Aransas  Pass  and 

mouth  of  Brazos'!,  amount  chargeable  to  mouth  of  Brazos . 

Minor  repairs  to  jetties . . .  4 q ’ 

Engineering  and  contingencies . . ’ 


Total.... 


500, 


150 

Annual  maintenance  thereafter . *  ’ 


He  believes  the  locality  worthy  of  improvement  to  this  ext 
The  division  engineer  is  of  opinion  that  it  is  necessary  to  place 
additional  dredge  in  the  river  and  that  the  project  depth  should 
provisionally  increased  to  22  feet;  that  the  dredge  be  required 
maintain  this  depth,  which  he  believes  it  can  do,  and  th 
authorized  to  secure  such  additional  depth  not  exceeding  25 
as  it  may  be  able  to  maintain  without  marked,  additional  cost 

7.  In  addition  to  the  information  contained  in  the  rcports  of 
district  officer  and  in  the  record  of  the  hearing  held  by  the  dm. 


I  / 
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igineer,  additional  data  were  secured  by  a  committee  of  the  board, 
tio  made  an  inspection  of  the  locality,  conferred  with  parties  n 
terest,  and  gave  an  informal  hearing  in  Freeport  on  November  13, 
14.  Much  stress  has  been  laid  upon  the  necessity  of  better  port 
cilities  at  this  point,  not  only  because  of  the  growing  local  com- 
Brce,  but  on  account  of  material  benefits  that  would  result  to  a 
•ge  portion  of  the  State  of  Texas  by  reason  of  an  additional  com- 
titive  port.  It  appears  that  at  times  there  is  considerable  con- 
stion  in  the  port  of  Galveston,  which  operates  to  the  disadvantage 
the  shippers  and  jobbers  through  a  large  section  of  the  State.  It 
s  been  represented  that  the  terminals  at  Galveston  are  under  such 
ntrol  as  to  make  the  wharfage  charges  and  the  transfer  of  freight 
duly  high,  and  that  this  difficulty  would  be  largely  alleviated  by  a 
ep-water  port  at  Freeport  by  virtue  of  its  being  in  fact  a  free  port. 
8.  In  the  two  and  a  half  years  preceding  the  hearing  by  the  division 
gmeer  the  commerce  reported  for  this  locality  amounted  to  53,133 
is,  while  during  the  subsequent  four  months  it  amounted  to  51,725 
is,  or  at  an  annual  rate  of  155,175  tons.  The  output  of  sulphur 
iring  the  past  four  months  was  14,436  tons.  It  is  expected  that 
jis  commodity  may  amount  to  120,000  tons  annually  when  the  pro- 
cing  plant  is  in  full  operation.  An  independent  steamship  line  has 
bn  established,  consisting  at  present  of  two  vessels,  between  this 
rt  and  New  York,  with  beneficial  results  to  shippers  and  jobbers, 
hough  it  has  been  hampered  through  lack  of  adequate  depth, 
ulting  at  times  in  the  necessity  of  going  to  other  ports  for  the 
charge  of  part  cargoes.  In  addition  to  the  vessels  belonging  to 
s  steamship  line,  there  have  been  four  others  handling  business 
the  harbor  during  recent  months. 

).  It  appears  that  it  will  be  necessary  to  have  an  additional  dredge 
itinuously  available  for  work  in  the  river  even  to  maintain  the 
sent  project  depth  of  18  feet.  This  depth  is  not  considered  suffi- 
nt  for  the  full  development  of  the  commerce  existing  or  in  pros- 
‘t  at  this  port,  and  therefore  it  would  appear  to  be  advisable  to 
tvide  such  a  plant  as  will  give  not  only  a  more  stable  channel,  but 
having  a  somewhat  greater  depth.  It  is  believed  that  with  the 
p  of  the  seagoing  dredge  at  the  mouth  of  the  river  the  desired 
alts  can  be  attained  at  considerably  less  cost  with  a  pipe-line 
dge  of  less  size  than  the  one  proposed  by  the  district  officer. 

0.  1  he  conditions  of  the  channel  of  the  Brazos  are  so  unstable, 

■  to  the  volume  of  silt  carried  and  deposited  by  the  irregular  flood 
ion,  that  it  is  difficult  to  foretell  what  channel  depth  can  be  main- 
ied  with  an  expenditure  which  the  board  is  willing  to  recommend 
economically  advisable  for  this  improvement  alone.  The  board 
lot  convinced  that  the  commercial  necessities  warrant  at  this 
e  the  first  cost  ($200,000)  and  cost  of  maintenance  ($100,000 
filially)  involved  in  the  purchase  and  operation  of  the  20-inch 
|dge  recommended  by  the  district  officer.  It  does  believe  that 
immediate  and  prospective  benefits  to  commerce  warrant  the 

m  *uSe  a  ^eSS  hut  efficient  dredge  of  a  class  which 

id  be  used  advantageously  for  the  maintenance  of  the  intracoastal 
als  of  Texas  and  on  other  works  in  that  State  from  time  to  time 
in  its  services  are  not  required  on  the  Brazos,  or  continuously  on 
■i  other  works,  should  later  developments  prove  that  the  expense 
|P blaming  and  maintaining  on  the  Brazos  River  a  channel  suffi- 
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cient  for  deep-sea  ships  is  greater  than  is  economically  advantage™ 
Furthermore,  if,  notwithstanding  the  use  of  this  smaller  dredge,  tJ 
channel  conditions  of  the  Brazos  should  remain  unsatisfactory  ai 
the  development  of  commerce  be  sufficient  to  warrant  the  great 
expenditures  involved  in  the  purchase  and  operation  of  the  larg 
dredee  the  smaller  dredge  now  recommended  can  be  transteired 
other  works.  The  board  is  of  opinion  that  the  expense  of  constru 
tion  and  operation  of  a  15-inch  suction  dredge  is  as  large  as  t 
present  conditions  warrant,  and  that  such  a  plant  will  probably 
sufficient  to  provide  a  reasonably  permanent  channel  &b°ut  22  le 
in  depth,  and  possibly  more  at  times,  from  the  jetties  up  to  the  pr. 
ent  wharf  and  leave  some  time  which  can  be  devoted  to  the  mam 
nance  of  the  intracoastal  canal  adjacent  to  the  Brazos  Kiver  a 
perhaps  for  such  extension  of  the  project  upstream  toward  the  tm 
of  Freeport  as  may  be  found  desirable  to  meet  the  demands  of 
creasing  commerce  or  for  the  better  maintenance  of  tec  lam 
below.  It  does  not  seem  practicable  or  desirable  in  this  case,  owi 
to  the  uncertain  shoaling  in  the  river,  to  fix  definitely  the  depth 
be  obtained,  but  rather  to  make  the  project  elastic  and  permit  st 
depth  as  is  found  practicable  up  to  a  maximum  of  25  feet  .,-y  1 
operation  of  a  plant  such  as  that  referred  to  above.  This  proj 
should  however,  be 'considered  tentative  and  in  a  sense  experiment 
and  its  continuance  should  depend  upon  the  commercial  and  navi 
tion  developments  during  a  period  of  three  years  after  the  plant 
been  put  in  operation.  The  cost  of  maintenance  is  high,  an  1 
believed  that  work  should  not  be  continued  beyond  that  ti 
unless  a  commerce  of  considerable  magnitude  shall  have  develop 
1 1  In  view  of  the  foregoing,  it  is  recommended  that  the  pres 
project  be  modified  sul  ject  to  certain  conditions  outlined  below 
as  to  include  the  following: 


One  15-inch  pipe-line  dredge  and  equipment .  15ft 

Operating  above  dredge  three  years,  at  $o0,000. . . . 

Operating  new  seagoing  dredge  (one-halt  time)  three  yearn .  ^ 

Repairs  to  jetties .  40 

Contingencies . . . . 

„  ,  455 

Subsequent  maintenance  if  the  port  develops  sufficient  commerce  to  justify 
tinuance: 

Operation  ot  pipe-line  dredge .  -  -  - :  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  - .  3( 

Operation  of  sea  dredge  one-halt  time,  at  $60,000 .  ^ 

Contingencies,  repairs  to  jetty,  etc . . 


10( 


Total . . . . 

12.  The  conditions  recommended  are  as  follows: 

Before  anv  expenditures  are  made  by  the  United  States  assurance  slia 
given  satisfactory  X  Secretary  of  ^r“e^ 

np+uitv  for  the  use  of  the  public  a  strip  of  land  300  feet  wide  and  z,uuu  ieep  amp 
shall  construct  thereon  a  dock  or  wharf  with  adequate  o^Frei 

wharf  to  be  at  all  times  maintained  m  good  condition  by  th®, sf‘d  "  1, 
and  Pont  onen  for  the  general  use  of  the  public,  with  reasonable  tolln  or  charg 
the  landing  of  vessels  or  the  loading,  discharge,  or  transfer  of  freight  these  te 
SarveJto  be  approved  bv  the  Secretarv  of  War.  Said  dock  or  wharf  shall  be  a 
steucted  and  looted  on  sab  strip  of  land  as  to  permit  of  future  extensions  and  en ) 

Tll(t)t3Refore  any  expenditures  are  made  by  the  United  States  assurance  sh.lj 
given  satisfactory  to  the  Secretary  of  War  that  the  Freeport  Terminal  Co.,  nov4 
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own  practically  all  the  water  front  on  the  Brazos  River  from  the  jetties  to  and 
duding  the  city  of  Freeport,  will  make  and  execute  an  instrument  in  writing  con- 
j.ning  covenants  running  with  the  land  that  no  tolls  or  dock  charges  except  such  as 
^y.be  approved  by  the  Secretary  of  War  shall  be  charged  against  any  vessel  for  the 
Lvilege  of  landing  or  loading  or  unloading  to  or  over  any  dock  or  wharves  by  whom¬ 
ever  owned  or  held  and  wherever  located  upon  or  abutting  upon  said  Brazos  River 
ntage  now  owned  by  said  Freeport  Terminal  Co. 

c)  At  the  end  of  the  experimental  period  of  three  years  a  report  shall  be  made  to 
ngr ess  covering  the  physical  and  commercial  conditions  then  existing,  with  recom- 
mdations  as  to  the  advisability  of  continuing  the  improvement,  the  dredges  to  be 
,nsferred  to  other  works  in  the  event  of  the  report  being  unfavorable,  unless  Con- 
>ss  then  directs  the  continuance  of  the  improvement. 

13.  In  compliance  with  law,  the  board  reports  that,  except  as 
ptemplated  by  the  above  recommendations,  there  are  no  questions 
terminal  facilities,  water  power,  or  other  subjects  so  related  to  the 
oject  proposed  that  they  may  be  coordinated  therewith  to  lessen 
e  cost  and  compensate  the  Government  for  expenditures  made  in 
e  interests  of  navigation. 

For  the  board. 

W.  M.  Black, 

Colonel ,  Corps  of  Engineers , 

Senior  Member  of  the  Board. 


PRELIMINARY  EXAMINATION  OF  BRAZOS  RIVER,  MOUTH  TO 

FREEPORT,  TEX. 

United  States  Engineer  Office, 

Galveston,  Tex.,  September  20,  1913 . 
om:  The  District  Engineer  Officer. 

:  The  Chief  of  Engineers,  United  States  Army 
(Through  the  Division  Engineer), 
bject:  Examination  of  mouth  of  Brazos  River  up  to  Freeport,  Tex. 

1.  In  compliance  with  instructions  dated  March  18,  1913,  I  submit 
)  following  report  on  the  recent  examination  of  the  mouth  of 
azos  River  up  to  Freeport,  Tex.,  with  a  view  to  securing  a  depth 
25  feet. 

1.  For  a  comprehensive  description  of  Brazos  River  and  the  work 
lie  at  the  mouth  prior  to  1897,  see  report  of  the  Board  of  Engineers 
oointed  to  report  on  the  u  character  and  value  of  improvements 
de  at  the  mouth  of  the  Brazos  River  by  the  Brazos  River  Channel 
Dock  Co.,?’  printed  in  Senate  Document  Xo.  138,  Fifty-fourth 
Sagress,  second  session,  and  also  in  Report  of  Chief  of  Engineers, 
i)7,  pages  1815  et  seq. 

>.  Attention  is  also  invited  to  a  report  from  the  district  engineer 
cer  dated  February  6,  1908,  and  printed  as  House  Document  Xo. 
|17,  Sixtieth  Congress,  second  session,  for  further  description  of  the 
rk  and  proposed  projects;  also  to  a  report  on  Brazos  River  up  to 
lasco,  Tex.,  printed  as  House  Document  Xo.  9,  Sixty-third  Con- 
ss,  first  session. 

0  The  project  under  which  work  is  now  being  prosecuted  was 
>mitted  by  the  district  officer  and  approved  by  the  Secretary  of 
P|»r  July  8,  1899,  and  provided  for  a  channel  150  feet  wide  and  18 
fet  deep  at  mean  low  tide  and  involved  repairs  to  the  jetties  at  the 
■uth  of  the  river  to  protect  a  dredge  while  working  in  the  channel. 
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It  also  provided  for  the  construction  of  spur  dikes,  the  narrowing  t 
the  channel  between  the  jetties,  and  contemplated  the  use  of  thl 
XJ.  S.  dredge  General  C .  B.  Comstock,  of  Galveston,  to  provide  th 

necessary  width  and  depth.  . 

5.  Under  this  project  a  channel  was  dredged  in  1911  and  191 
from  the  outer  ends  of  the  jetties  to  the  railioad  wharf,  a  distance  ( 
about  miles.  This  channel  was  dredged  under  contract  with  th 
Bowers  Southern  Dredging  Co.,  of  Galveston,  Tex.,  and  was  mad 
18  feet  deep  and  150  feet  wide,  with  a  small  turning  basm  at  tr 
railroad  wharf.  In  1912  repairs  to  the  northeast  jetty  were  mac 
at  its  inner  end  for  a  distance  of  about  1 ,000  feet  for  the  purpose  < 
closing  a  gap  and  preventing  the  ingress  of  sand  into  the  channe 
The  channel  having  shoaled  since  the  last  dredging,  the  U.  S.  dred| 
Comstock  was  put  to  work  August  1,  1912,  redredging  between  ti 
jetties,  and  continued  on  this  work  until  February  17,  1913,  whc 
the  dredge  was  destroyed  bv  fire.  Since  that  date  no  work  has  bet 
done  at  the  mouth  of  the  river,  and  the  channel  has  shoaled  again  i 
a  least  depth  of  12  feet.  Bids  have  recently  been  opened  for  redred, 
ing  the  channel  and  turning  basm  to  origmal  depth  of  18  feet  t 
contract,  and  plans  for  a  new  dredge  to  replace  the  General  6.  , 
Comstock,  appropriation  for  which  was  made  March  4,  1913,  a 
about  completed. 

6  Commercial  conditions  at  the  mouth  ot  the  river  have  be. 
improving.  The  railroad  has  been  extended  from  Velasco  to  a  por 
about  one-half  mile  above  the  lighthouse;  a  wharf  has  been  bui 
and  sailings  of  steamers  to  and  from  New  York  have  been  establish? 
This  line  has  recently  been  augmented  by  one  ship,  making  two  shi 
now  in  this  service. '  A  large  deposit  of  sulphur  is  being  developed 
short  distance  west  of  the  mouth  of  the  river,  some  16,000  tons  beii 
now  above  ground  awaiting  shipment,  and  the  town  ot  1  reeporth 
been  established  on  the  west  bank  of  the  river  about  2  J  miles  abo 
its  mouth  and  about  2£  miles  below  the  town  ot  Velasco  ! 
Missouri,  Kansas  &  Texas  Kailway  has  acquired  trackage  to  them 
and  is  proposing  to  use  it,  and  much  interest  has  been  aroused  1 

the  improvement.  n 

7.  Any  improvement  that  involved  the  extension  ol  the  jett 

would  be  very  expensive  and  could  not  be  justified  by  existing 
immediately  prospective  commercial  conditions.  The  provision 
Congress  in  the  river  and  harbor  act  of  March  4,  1913,  of  an  appi 
priation  for  a  new  seagoing  dredge  to  maintain  the  entrance  chann 
however,  indicates  a  desire  to  make  the  most  m  the  way  ot  dep 
from  the  work  already  in  place.  .  • 

8  Even  were  the  jetties  extended  to  deeper  water  in  the  tri 
dredging  would  be  needed  for  the  maintenance  of  the  channel  betwe 
them  and  of  the  river  channel  above.  There  is  no  large  expanse 
water  inside  the  jetties,  as  at  Galveston  and  Aransas,  and  con 
auently  the  tidal  flow  in  and  out  is  too  insignificant  to  cause  a 
appreciable  scour.  On  the  other  hand,  Brazos  River  is  very  irregu 
in  its  How,  sometimes  having  almost  no  discharge  and  at  other  tin 
being  in  flood,  at  which  times  it  is  heavily  charged  with  sedime 
often  coloring  the  water  of  the  Gulf  as  far  east  as  Galveston  and  Imi 

the  beach  with  snags  and  driftwood.  , 

9.  The  current  of  the  river  during  a  flood  tends  to  scour  the  chan 


between  the  jetties,  but  as  the  flood  passes  out  and  the  curr. 
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ckens  the  sediment  carried  by  the  river  at  such  times  is  largely 
)osited  and  fills  in  such  channel  as  may  have  formed ;  the  net  result 
en  no  dredging  is  done  seeming  to  be  a  limiting  or  controling  depth 
rom  12  to  14  feet,  which  is  insufficient  for  the  commercial  needs  of 
sapor  t. 

0.  An  extension  of  the  jetties  while  unquestionably  giving  pro- 
ition  to  any  channel  that  had  been  formed  between  them  so  far  as 
ive  and  current  action  of  the  Gulf  was  concerned,  would  otherwise 
sheet  be  simply  an  extension  of  the  river,  the  channel  between  the 
4es  would  be  subject  to  all  the  vicissitudes  of  the  river  channel 
>ve,  and  no  materially  greater  depth  would  be  likely  to  result 
less  a  quite  considerable  amount  of  dredging  were  done. 

1*  It  seems  clear  therefore  that  reliance  must  be  placed  on 
dging  if  depths  much  greater  than  12  to  14  feet  are  to  be  had,  and 
1  whether  the  jetties  be  extended  or  not.  The  dredge  appropriated 
by  the  river  and  harbor  act  of  March  4, 1913,  is  a  seagoing  dredge, 
is  to  divide  her  time  between  Aransas  Pass  and  the  mouth  of  the 
i;ZOs.  She  will  probably  be  able  to  take  care  of  the  exposed  por- 
ls  of  the  entrance  channel  at  both  places,  but  it  is  not  likely  that 
will  be  able  to  do  much  more  than  that.  She  can  not,  therefore, 
ounted  upon  for  work  in  the  inner  end  of  the  channel  between  the 
ies  or  for  work  in  the  river  above — and  dredging  will  be  needed 
wth  places.  In  addition,  being  a  seagoing  dredge,  she  will  be 
litable  for  this  inside  work  where  the  material  dredged  can  best 
lisposed  of  by  pumping  ashore  through  a  pipe  line,  and  she  would 
Reflective  and  uneconomical  in  such  a  situation,  even  were  she 
e  occasionally  available. 

}.  To  do  this  inside  work  promptly  and  efficiently,  a  dredge  suit- 
for  such  a  situation  should  be  on  hand,  and  should  be  immedi- 
7  available  to  remove  the  deposits  left  in  the  channel  by  every 
1.  It  would  be  possible  to  do  such  dredging  by  contract,  but  the 
it  would  not  be  satisfactory,  because  of  unavoidable  delays  in 
ag  a  contract  after  the  occasion  for  dredging  arose.  The  chances 
jhat  another  flood  would  have  come  before  a  contractor’s  dredge 
Id  be  gotten  to  the  locality. 

I*  I'0  maintain  a  channel  with  such  approach  to  certainty  as 
.d  permit  the  commercial  interests  to  depend  upon  it,  and  a  chan- 
Rat  can  not  be  depended  upon  is  of  little  use  commercially,  it 
d  be  necessary  for  a  dredge  of  suitable  type  for  this  inside  work 
3  always  available,  and  the  only  way  that  this  can  be  assured  is 
he  Government  to  acquire  a  dredge  for  this  purpose. 

.  It  is  estimated  that  a  20-inch  dredge  like  the  U.  S.  dredge 
v  now  at  Galveston,  or  like  the  two  dredges  authorized  for 
stcm  Ship  Channel  by  the  river  and  harbor  act  of  March  4,  1913 
d  take  care  of  the  river  channel  from  Freeport  down,  and  of  the 
channel  from  the  inner  end  about  half  way  out,  to  the  point 
6  lact^on  became  noticeable.  From  there  to  deep  water 
e  Gull  the  new  seagoing  dredge  already  appropriated  for  would 
e.  It  is  believed  that  with  these  two  dredges  a  depth  of  from 

l  ^  feet  could  be  maintained  with  sufficient  certainty  for  com- 
ial  purposes. 

j  It  is  believed  that  the  interests  now  developing  at  the  mouth 
e  ±Jrazos  ar,e  <>f  sufficient  importance  to  justify  this  method  of 
ovement,  which,  in  effect,  will  be  making  thelnost  of  the  per- 
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manent  works  already  in  place  there.  This  would  involve  the  p 
chase  or  building  of  the  new  dredge  for  the  inside  work,  as  well  as 
operation  and  the  operation  of  the  seagoing  dredge  soon  to  be 
auired  This,  with  a  small  amount  of  repair  work  on  the  jetties 
close  gaps  that  have  been  made  by  the  sea,  would  not  involve 
expenditure  disproportionate  to  the  commercial  development 

prospect.  a  trial  of  this  plan  for  one  or  two  years,  it  beca 

evident  that  the  commerce  of  the  port  was  not  keeping  pace  wit 
cost  of  maintaining  the  depth  of  water,  dredging  could  be  disc 
tinued  and  the  dredges  transferred  elsewhere.  There  is  great  n 
now  in  this  district  for  a  dredge  of  the  Miller  type,  additional 
those  on  hand  and  authorized,  and  the  new  dredge  herein  propc 
would  have  plenty  of  necessary  work  to  do  at  other  points.  In  f 
such  an  additional  dredge  is  needed  whether  the  work  at  the  mo 

of  the  Brazos  be  undertaken  or  not. 

17.  Attention  is  invited  to  the  following  mclosures. 

(n\  Letter  from  the  Freeport  (Tex.)  Commercial  League. 

(b)  Resolutions  bv  the  Dallas  (Tex.)  Chamber  of  Commerce, 
c)  Resolutions  by  the  El  Paso  (Tex.)  Chamber  ot  Commerce. 

(d)  Resolutions  by  the  Waco  (Tex.)  Chamber  of  Commerv  e. 

(e)  Resolutions  by  the  Paris  (Tex.  Progressive  Club. 

$  °<  * 

^rStter  from  S.  M.  Swenson  &  Sons,  bankers  New  York.  I 

<i)  Resolutions  by  the  Fort  Worth  Chamber  of  Commerce.  !] 

18  There  is  no  question  of  water  power  flood  control,  or  c 
subjects  so  related  to  the  project  proposed  that  they  .may  be .  co. 
nated  therewith  to  lessen  the  cost  and  compensate  the  Governs 
"ot  expenditures  made  in  the  interests  of  navigation.  The  nr. 
terminal  facilities  consist  of  the  wharf  and  warehouse  of  the  Hoi 
&  Brazos  Valley  Railroad,  situated  a  short  distance  above  t  e 
house  This  wharf  is  about  450  feet  long  and  the  warehouse 
about  32,000  square  feet  of  storage  area.  The  ships  of  the  Seal 
&  Gulf  Steamship  Co.  land  at  this  wharf  and  receive  and  dK 
freight,  the  steamer  berth  being  on  one  side  and  the  railroad  t 
on  the  other  This  wharf  is  open  to  all  earners  on  equal  tern 
the  limit  of  its  capacity.  The  owners  of  the  ‘own  site  of  I  re, 
have  declared  their  intention  of  giving  absolutely  fiee  ten 
facilities  at  this  point  when  the  improvement  of  the  haibor  is  c< 
to  such  a  point  as  to  justify  the  construction  of  these  facilities. 

19  I  therefore  have  the  honor  to  recommend  that  Brazos  ^ 
un  to  Freeport  Tex.,  is  worthy  of  improvement  by  the  Lnited  > 
to  the  extent  above  indicated,  and,  further,  that  a  survey  e  au 
ized  in  order  that  an  estimate  of  cost  can  be  submitted. 

C.  S.  Riche, 

Lieul.  Col.,  Corps  of  Engine j 
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Office  of  Division  Engineer,  Gulf  Division, 

Baltimore,  Md.,  Janvary  19,  1914 • 

the  Chief  of  Engineers. 

.  Forwarded. 

.  This  locality  was  the  subject  of  a  preliminary  examination  and 
Drt  in  1912,  at  which  time  it  was  decided  by  the  Chief  of  Engi- 
rs  and  the  Secretary  of  War,  after  giving  the  matter  full  and 
ffid  consideration,  that  the  locality  was  not  worthy  of  improve- 
it  by  the  United  States. 

.  It  appeal’s  that  the  commerce  at  the  mouth  of  the  Brazos  River 
slightly  increased  since  the  former  report  was  rendered,  mainly 
to  the  development  of  the  sulphur  industry  in  the  vicinity.  The 
rval  has  shown,  however,  in  addition  to  a  slight  increase  m  corni¬ 
ce,  a  most  serious  difficulty  in  keeping  open  the  mouth  of  the  river 
l  to  the  present  project  depth.  The  district  officer,  although  giv- 
a  favorable  report  to  this  examination,  shows  in  paragraph  9  of 
’eport  that  constant  dredging  will  be  necessary,  one  dredge  in  the 
r  being  continuously  employed  and  another  one  for  probably 
of  its  time  between  the  jetties,  and  he  also  states:  “If  after  a  trial 
his  plan  for  one  or  two  years  it  became  evident  that  the  com- 
ce  of  the  port  was  not  keeping  pace  with  the  cost  of  maintaining 
depth  of  water,  dredging  could  he  discontinued  and  the  dredges 
sf erred  elsewhere.’ ’ 

It  is  doubtful  if  a  channel  of  the  depth  desired  can  be  secured 
maintained  by  the  Government  at  a  cost  which  will  not  be  ex- 
ve  and  beyond  the  amount  which  would  be  justified  for  such  an 
’ovement.  In  view,  however,  of  the  fact  that  the  commerce  of 
locality  has  shown  a  tendency  to  increase,  it  is  believed  that  any 
;rse  report  should  be  given  only  after  consideration  of  the  most 
plete  data  obtainable.  For  this  purpose  and  to  permit  a  more 
rate  estimate  of  the  cost  of  improvement  and  maintenance  than 
>w  possible,  it  is  recommended  that  a  survey  be  authorized  and 
in  making  the  report  upon  this  survey  the  district  officer  be 
‘ted  to  give  such  information  as  is  available  concerning  the 
;h  of  time  in  which  deposits  are  made  by  the  river,  the  frequency 
Bshets  in  the  stream,  and  such  other  matters  as  may  have  a  bear- 
>n  the  case. 

Lansing  II.  Beach, 

Colonel,  Corps  of  Engineers , 

Division  Engin  eer. 

Third  indorsement.! 


Board  of  Engineers  for  Rivers  and  Harbors, 

J dnuary  27 ,  1914- 

le  Chief  of  Engineers,  United  States  Army. 

engineer,  the  board  concurs 
the  district  officer  and  the  division  engineer  in  recommending  a 
*y  111  order  to  determine  the  extent  and  advisa!  ilitv  of  the  im¬ 
minent,  and  in  making  his  report  the  district  officer  will  state  the 
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extent  to  which  the  commerce  of  the  locality  could  be  accomn 
dated  by  the  existing  inland  waterway  along  the  Lexas  coast. 

For  the  board:  T3 

W.  M.  Black, 

Colonel ,  Corps  o  f  Engineers , 

Senior  Member  o  f  the  Board 


LETTER  OF  THE  FREEPORT  (TEX.)  COMMERCE  LEAGUE. 


Freeport,  Tex.,  September  15,  191 

Dear  Sir-  In  behalf  of  the  Freeport  Commerce  League,  we  beg  to  present  for  j 

consideration  the  following  suggestions  bearing  ."Pi" 25  fte^Tfwatolrora  the^e 
ordered  by  the  last  Congress,  with  a  view  of  obtaining  25  feet  of  water  iro  t  je 

atf  to  ztthBiverr“hetol  a^gXnTexas,  and  running  through  the  most  fe 

and  productive8 area^oV  the  State  for  more  than  400  miles  and  which  is  now  bi 
imnroved  bv  the  National  Government  from  its  mouth  to  the  city  of  Waco,  and 
iarL  territory  tributary  thereto,  finds  its  natural  outlet  to  deep  water  at  Freepol 
The  value  of  the  work  being  done  by  the  National  Government  on  the  Biazos  ? 
rironer  wpi  Be  enormously  enhanced  and  such  expenditures  conserved  by  fflj 
commerce  which  will  come  down  the  river  access  to  a  port  without  taking  a  rail 
as  well  as  the  beneficial  influence  upon  the  railways  competing  therewith. 

*  The  inland  intercoastal  canal,  intended  to  ultimately  afford  direct  water  cm 
tion  from  the  Mississippi  River,  certainly  to  Corpus  Chnsti  and  perhaps  to  the; 
Pronrlp  intersects  the  Brazos  River  between  its  mouth  and  Ireeport,  and 
wcfhave  anldeaHocation  as  to  light-draft  navigation,  which  exists  nowhere  el 

opmied^ agriculturaf  puxposes^which,  by  rea^“  ^Jjjj 
transportation  facilities,  is  now  likely  unproductive;  and  the  intercoastal  cana 
aUo  he  a  valuable  factor  in  a  like  work  east  and  west.  For  m-bound  freight  a  (, 

:b^ntCu^ 

Sual  fflccep?1 that* transfer  from  ’deep  water  to  light-draft  navigation  could  also  b 

at  GalveSm  but  not  so  effectively  there  as  at  Freeport,  for  the  reason  that  h 

found  absolutely  the  only  port  where  no  wharfage  or  dock  chaiges  exist, 
louna  ausoiuwty  t  nannwar  v  mve  a  tremendo 


Tim1 tetnfof ' Se  plnC,  O^S  tremendous  impe  ; 

Gulf  ports  which  are  already  enormously  increasing  their  business  by 
t^eous  location  and  commerce  will  find  an  outlet  at  Freeport  from  a  vast  sect, 
fe  country  510  miles  nearer  than  from  the  great  port  on  the 

also  5)5  miles  nearer  the  heart  oi  the  agricultural  centei  of  the  United  btates 
"vr £*ttt  Va^It  piticI  fSIO  m lie 3  usurer  ijlistn  rr^mcisco.  .  1  ,  ( 

^  3.  Freeport  is  what  its  name  implies,!.  e„  free  from  the  usual  and  customary 
and  wharfage  charges  imposed  on  commerce  at  practically  all  American  pc 
,  °  t ,,  qH  ditinn  the  comDaratively  low  banks  of  the  Brazos  River, 

^verTwhie  a^h  up  or  ten  W^her  tha/  Velasco,  affords  splendid  opportu 
Sr  sUps  clocks  and  wharves,  and  the  location  of  all  character  of  industries 
Lst boiveuient,  feasible  and  economical  way;  and  these ’ 

r4aatilri=gtt 

at  tie  J 
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river.  Sites  will  be  donated  to  industries  which  are  of  sufficient  importance  to 
fy  such  treatment,  and  industries  which,  of  necessity,  must  be  at  tidewater  can 
no  more  suitable  place  for  locations  than  the  mouth  of  the  Brazos, 
any  applications  have  been  made  to  locate  industries  at  this  point,  and  absolute 
idence  is  had  in  securing  them  when  they  can  be  satisfied  that  the  channel  will 
eepened  to  a  sufficient  depth  to  accommodate  vessels  necessary  to  the  conduct 
e  business  of  these  various  enterprises.  This  policy  is  of  the  greatest  importance, 
ew  of  the  high  cost  of  locations  at  other  deep-water  ports  on  the  Gulf. 

The  importance  of  this  development  is  recognized  by  prominent  shippers  from 
irincipal  cities  of  Texas  who,  in  the  face  of  the  insufficient  depth  of  water  at  the 
th  of  the  Brazos  and  the  most  unfair  competition  and  realizing  the  necessitv 
eaper  facilities  for  shipping  and  a  competitive  harbor,  are  backing  the  Seaboard 
ilf  Steamship  Co.  in  its  use  of  this  port,  as  will  be  seen  from  the  resolution  passed 
ae  stockholders  thereof,  hereto  attached;  and  no  stronger  argument  can  be  pre- 
:d  for  this  work  being  undertaken  by  the  Government  than  the  faith  evidenced 
ae  works  of  these  highly  representative,  solid,  and  conservative  business  men 
ssentmg  the  commercial  interests  of  so  many  of  the  principal  shipping  points  in 

Under  the  stimulus  given  by  the  developments  now  going  on  at  Freeport  the 
ige  has  recently  grown  from  less  than  2,000  tons  per  month  to  about  10,00()’tons 
)r6  at  this  time,  and  it  is  expected  that  this  tonnage  will  show  considerable  in- 
e,  as  the  Seaboard  &  Gulf  Steamship  Co.,  heretofore  operating  the  Honduras  only, 
icently  bought  and  paid  for  a  companion  steel  ship,  the  Kennebec ,  with  a  capacity 
00  tons.  This  line  operates  direct  between  New  York  and  Freeport,  havino-  its 
lock  and  warehouse  at  the  latter  point,  and  their  actual  contracts  for  Texas  ton- 
are  approximately  7,500  tons  per  month;  in  addition  to  tonnage  carried  under 
acts  of  this  character  will  be  the  business  irrespective  of  that  covered  under  con- 
agreements  with  shippers. 

^Freeport  &  Mexican  Fuel  Oil  Co.,  with  a  daily  production  of  about  1.400  barrels 
nth  development  work  m  progress  enlarging  the  company’s  output  of  oil,  is  now 
‘  market  for  ship  transportation  between  Tampico  and  Freeport,  This  companv 
i  ected  steel  tankage  at  the  mouth  of  the  Brazos  River,  and  its  operations  in  the 
tent  of  fuel  oil  promise  to  be  a  very  material  factor,  so  far  as  tonnage  is  concerned 
3y  ship  and  rail;  and  the  consumption  of  fuel  oil  by  the  sulphur  companv  at  the 
it  time  is  between  six  and  seven  hundred  barrels  per  day.  As  soon  as  the  addi- 
plant  is  completed  this  consumption  will  be  doubled,  and  as  additional  plants 
■ected  the  consumption  of  fuel  oil  by  this  one  industry  will  in  itself  augment 
nnage  ot  the  port  to  a  large  extent.  The  Tampico  oil  district  is  so  situated  as  to 
11s  near  the  coast  that  the  oil  flows  by  gravity  into  the  tanks  of  steamers,  and 
mg  across  the  Gulf  to  its  storage  tanks  on  the  Brazos  banks,  Freeport  receives 
v  Pl,J mP£5\  fr°m  the  vessels,  and  thus  every  expense  in  handling  it  is 

‘fzed-  i ls  j  l  make  Freeport  not  only  a  splendid  market  for  distribution, 
is  well  adapted  tor  a  site  for  oil  refineries  and  factories  to  be  supplied  with  fuel 
i  minimum  cost. 

i)f  commanding  importance  is  the  fact  that  3  miles  from  Freeport  is  situated 
rgest  sulphur  deposit  certainly  in  the  United  States,  there  being  only  one 
place  where  known  deposits  existing  are  utilized.  Exhaustive  tests  have 
istrated  that  m  an  area  of  110  acres  of  proven  territorv  17,000,000  tons  of  sul- 
ie  under  ground,  the  largest  deposit  known  in  the  world.  The  owners  have 
fine  ot  railway  thereto,  erected  a  large  plant,  which  is  now  in  active  operation 
:  already  contracts  for  20,000  tons  of  sulphur  for  delivery,  at  least  60  per  cent 
ch  is  steamship  tonnage.  A  second  plant  is  now*  being  arranged  for,  which 
evelop  about  6,000  horsepower.  Following  the  development  of  the  field,  nec- 
additional  units  will  be  erected,  and  it  is  the  purpose  of  the  owners  to  develop 

n°Laboilt  31(J0’000  tons  Per  annum,  a  tonnage  in  value  from  this 
alone  ot  $6,000,000  annually. 

3  this  port,  attracting  commerce  from  all  parts  of  the  State  and  the  trans-Mis- 
i  country,  connecting  with  the  Brazos  River  and  the  intercoastal  canal  for 
ralt  commerce,  and  with  no  charge  for  docks  and  wharfage,  affording  the  cheap- 
1  most  economical  sites  for  other  industries,  will  not  only  be  in  a"  position  to 
ipenor  advantages  to  those  that  can  be  had  elsewhere  to  our  agricultural  com- 
1,  and  industrial  interests,  but  it  will  originate,  as  no  other  port  does  on  the 
rcTsea*  ^reat  tormage  lts  own>  ready  to  supply  at  all  times  return  cargoes  by 

ecognizing  these  advantages,  the  Missouri,  Kansas  &  Texas  Railroad,  one  of 

Systc;?^  haf>  r^cent^y  acquired  an  interest  in  and  the  operation  of 
Huston  &  Brazos  Valley  Railroad,  which  connects  also  at  Anchor  with  the  Inter- 
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,«  i  p  NViHl) prrt  and  at  Amjletou  with  tlie  St.  Louis,  Brownsville  &  Me^ 

^Hnerttes  over  the Tmte  of  Sad  recently  built  directly  into  the  snip 
mines^  Vs  this  «reat  system  of  railway  ramifies  through  the  great  agricultural  r  g 
“Texas  Oklahoma  aL  Kansas,  it  will  be  readily  seen  how  important  it  will  b 

cotton  shipments  via  this  p 

:!•  s«  A. 

When  &e  Betties  were  taken  over  from  the  Brazos  syndicate  without  reimburse 
Sr  fte  We umTexpended  by  it-when  the  amendment  to  pay  this  syndi 

1U00  MO  was  stricken  oft  in  the  House  of  Representatives— assurance  was  give 
fha?’ connection  that  the  Government  would  take,  over  this  work  and  provid. 

i  •  n fiii 70  thiq  nort  The  necessity  now  exists,  and,  hamper€ 

water, ^splendid  showing  has  been  made 

will  not  suffer  by  comparison  with  that  at  other  ports  not  properly  provide 

^Con^essha^show^bfits  action  in  again  ordering  this  survey  a  substantial  rj| 
nition°and  interest  in  the  project;  that  it  is  feasible  from  an  engineering  stand] 
to  ffive  the  required  depth  will  hardly  be  denied,  and  we  submit  now,  m  good  fi 
that  a  plan  should  be  reported,  approved  by  you  and  by  tlie  board  passing  the  i 
fhot  wBl  o-ive  the  Congress  opportunity  to  provide  a  depth  of  water  which  will 
Se  We  fnvestmente  aheadymade  and  being  made  at  Freeport  and  the  comn 
desS  to  do  business  therein  opportunity  to  have  a  free  port  that  will  be 
in  tlip  rnmmproe  of  the  country  infinitely  more  than  it  will  cost  the  Governr 
not  only  because  of  the  business  accommodated  at  Freeport,  but  through  an  t 
Pfflct  unon  competitive  points,  as  it  is  just  as  necessary  to  have  competitive  po 
it  is  toXve  “Stive  lines  of  railway,  just  so  long  as  the  maxim  “compe 
is  the  life  of  trade1’’  is  true,  and  just  so  long  as  selfishness,  enlightened  or  other 

bMyan°ymmo?fe  chould  fhad,  bu 

thought  these  will  suffice  to  indicate  that  this  work  is  a  matter  of  large  an 
local  interest. 

Respectfully  submitted.  Geo.  c  Morris> 

Chairman  Freeport  Commerce  Lem 
A.  W.  Davis, 

Secret  \ 


Lieut.  Col.  0. 


S.  Riche, 

Corps  of  Engineers. 


RESOLUTION  OF  THE  DALLAS  (TEX.)  CHAMBER  OF  COMMERCE. 


Whereas  the  great  increase  in  Texas  tonnage  seeking  ocean  transportation 
“e^y  increased  shipping  facilities  and  the  development  of  attractiv 

eennomical  terminals  on  the  Texas  coast,  and  ,  — * 

Whereas  the  mouth  of  the  Brazos  River  has  long  been  recognized  as  present  » 
ited  possMities  for  the  development  of  a  natural  land-locked  harbor  with 

WhereasThe^eTelopment  of  an  additional  competitive  port  on  the  Texas  coa 
bf  ofuntold  benefit  to  the  commercial  interests  of  Texas  and.  the  great  Sou 
and  attractive  to  ocean  tonnage  engaged  m  coastwise  and  foreign  tiafflc.  T 

^Resolved  bv  the  freight  committee  of  the  Dallas  Chamber  of  Commerce,  That  we  e 
ouVheartv  approval^  of  the  order  made  at  the  last  session  of  Congress  for  asm 
the  mouth  o^the  Brazos  River  with  a  view  of  procuring  a  uniform  depth  of  25 
water  from  the  mouth  of  the  river  to  Freeport,  and  that  our  Senators  and  Repr 
tives  in  Congress  be  urged  to  lend  their  earnest  and  vigorous  support  toward 
an  appropriation  sufficient  to  carry  out  this  most  important  project. 

Chairman  Freioht  Comm 
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3  manager  of  the  freight  bureau  department  of  the  Dallas  Chamber  of  Commerce, 
ireby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  duly  considered  and  adopted  at  a 
lar  meeting  of  that  body. held  at  Dallas,  Tex.,  September  9,  1913. 

iEAL-]  G.  S.  Maxwell, 

Manager  Freight  Bureau  Department. 


RESOLUTION  OF  THE  EL  PASO  (TEX.)  CHAMBER  OF  COMMERCE. 

El  Paso  Chamber  of  Commerce, 

El  Paso.  Tex.,  September  8,  1918. 

solved  by  the  El  Paso  Chamber  oj  Commerce,  That  we  cordially  approve  the  order 
survey  of  the  mouth  of  the  Brazos  made  at  the  last  session  of  Congress  with  the 
of  procuring  a  depth  of  25  feet  of  water,  and  we  express  as  the  sentiment  of  this 
nercial  organization,  representing  the  business  interests  generallv  of  the  city  of 
aso —  ‘  J 

belief  that  an  appropriation  by  Congress  to  secure  and  maintain  a 
1  of  ljO  feet  of  water  from  the  mouth  of  the  river  to  Freeport  will  redound  not  only 
e  interest  of  the  territory  tributary  to  the  Brazos  River,  but  all  Texas,  and  that 
hipping  interests  throughout  the  United  States  will  be  greatly  benefited  by  a 
•etitive  port  on.  the  Gulf  coast,  which  will  afford  larger  and  more  economical 
ties  to  care  for  and  accommodate  outgoing  and  incoming  business  by  making  this 
locked  harbor  available. 

That  we  urge  upon  our  Senators  and  Representatives  in  Congress  earnest  support 
ffort  looking  to  the  securing  of  this  important  work. 

El  Paso  Chamber  of  Commerce, 

Y.  R.  Stiles,  President. 


RESOLUTION  OF  THE  WACO  (TEX.)  CHAMBER  OF  COMMERCE, 

olved  by  the  Waco  Chamber  of  Commerce,  That  we  cordially  approve  the  order  for 
ey  of  the  mouth  of  the  Brazos  made  at  the  last  session  of  Congress  with  the  view 
curing  a  depth  of  25  feet  of  water,  and  we  express  as  the  sentiment  of  this  com- 
al  organization,  representing  the  business  interests  generally  of  the  city  of 

belief  that  an  appropriation  by  Congress  to  secure  and  maintain  a 
;  of  25  feet  of  water  from  the  mouth  of  the  river  to  Freeport  will  redound  not  only 
interest  of  the  territory  tributary  to  the  Biazos  River,  but  all  Texas,  and  that 
upping  interests  throughout  the  United  States  will  be  greatly  benefited  by  a 
ititiv  e  port  on  the  Gulf  coast,  which  will  afford  larger  and  more  economical 
ies  ]-0  care  for  and  accommodate  outgoing  and  incoming  business  by  making 
nd-locked  harbor  available. 

Fat  we  urge  upon  our  Senators  and  Representatives  in  Congress  earnest  support 
fort  looking  to  the  securing  of  a  sufficient  appropriation  to  insure  the  success  of 
aportant  work. 

J.  J.  Powers,  President. 

(ecretary  of  the  Waco  Chamber  of  Commerce,  I  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing 
tion  was  duly  considered  and  passed  at  a  meeting  of  that  body  at  Waco  Tex 
9th  day  of  September,  A.  D.  1913.  ’ 

E.  F.  Drake, 

Secretary  Waco  Chamber  of  Commerce. 


RESOLUTION  OF  THE  PARIS  (TEX.)  PROGRESSIVE  CLUB. 

ias  we  are  informed  that  Congress  has  ordered  a  survey  of  the  Brazos  River  for 

purpose  of  procuring  a  depth  of  25  feet  of  water  from  Freeport,  Tex.,  to  its 
tn  j  and 

Ias  competitive  ports  are  not  oni,y  desirable  but  necessary  to  the  best  interest 
e  people  of  our  State;  and 

as  the  procuring  of  the  described  depth  will  give  to  the  Gulf  coast  another  port 
sate  harbor,  and  to  the  commercial  and  agricultural  interests  of  the  entire  State 
er  and  more  stable  shipping  facilities:  Therefore  be  it 

xed,  That  the  Paris  Progressive  Club  cheerfully  indorse  this  enterprise  and 
»  speedy  accomplishment  and  that  it  further  call  upon  our  Senators  and  Rep- 
ti\es  at  Washington  to  give  all  possible  aid  and  encouragement  thereto. 
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■  ■  +i,0  a  hnvp  Mud  forego  me  is  a  true  and  correct  copy  of  a  re 

Club  at  a  meeting  held  S, 

tember  4..  1913,  at  Paris,  lex.  ^  Seville,  President 


RESOLUTION  OF  THE  PARIS  (TEX.)  BOARD  OF  TRADE. 


al^oSS iVdSSl 

Whereasthie  rtsuU,Thena“omPli.shed.  will  insure  the  establishment  of  a  great  f 
port  on  our  coast;  and  _  nm-nmeroial  and  agricultural  interest  therein  i 

.1.1  «.  -A  »W  *  *m  -  ***  -  p»‘j 

and  be  it  further  d  Representatives  at  Washington  be  urged  to  renj 

aU^^U^to  thte^rprise.  which  so  richly  deserves  the  support  of  every  seel , 

of  our  State.  v  foregoing:  is  a  true  and  correct  copy  of  a  nl 

lution  unanCus&X^  b^e  pfri^ard  of  Trade  at  a  meeting  held  Septenr, 
5.  1913,  at  Paris,  Tex.  g.  yy  Williams,  President 


RESOLUTION  OF  THE  SEABOARD  &  GULF  STEAMSHIP  CO. 

eatss 

''felix  Jackson,  secretary  and  treasurer  Seaboard  &  Gulf  Steamship  Go.,  Freed 
George ^^run^ill^^siden^&iey  &°Philp  Hardware  Co.,  Dallas,  Tex. 

IS c-  - *«*■ * 

a  t  OUftnn  nresident  Clifton  Manufacturing  Co.,  Waco,  Tex. 

I:  !-HsSvse  s*as=s  *  .•sarj’w 
lSs"hpE"- £»“•?  T"' 

A  R  Rucks,  attorney  at  law,  Angleton,  Tex. 

jiSsS-scsw. 

C°FP”yB.  Schermerhorn,  president  F.  T.  B.  Schermerhorn  Co.,  Fort  Worth,  Te 

Albert  Mathias  &  Co.,  El  Paso,  Tex.  Dallas  Tex 

H.  R.  Willard,  vice  president  Kmsella  Hat  Co.,  Dali  , 

Charles  Schreiner,  banker,  Kerrville,  lex. 

H  H  Shear  president  The  Rotan  Grocery  Co  ,  Waco,  Tex. 

Leon  Grosa^ president  Washer  Bros.,  Fort  Worth,  Tex. 

V  fs^5  Crouch-Hartzog  Co  ,  McKinne^ex 
R  P  Berry,  secretary  and  treasurer  Crook-Record  Co  Pans,  lex. 

The  James  A.  Dick  Co.,  wholesale  grocers,  El  Paso,  Tex. 

Moore  Grocery  Co.,  Tyler,  Tex. 
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.  B.  Filmer,  president  Southern  Drug  Co.,  Houston,  Tex. 

.  C.  Goeth,  manager  Walter  Tips,  hardware  and  machinery,  Austin,  Tex. 

.  Alkemeyer,  Houston,  Tex. 

.  J.  Eilers,  president  McKean-Eilers  Co.,  Austin,  Tex. 
alley  Grocery  Co.,  Austin,  Tex. 

.  J.  Hogan,  Hogan- Allnoch  Dry  Goods  Co.,  Houston,  Tex. 

>ske  Bros.  Co.,  San  Antonio,  Tex. 

»hn  F.  Ryan,  Martin  Casey  &  Co.,  Fort  Worth,  Tex. 

i'illiam  Monnig,  president  and  treasurer  Monnig  Dry  Goods  Co.,  Fort  Worth,  Tex. 
!.  B.  Templeton  &  Son,  wholesale  dry  goods,  Navasota,  Tex. 
larles  C.  McRae,  Houston.  Tex. 

W.  Brosig,  Navasota,  Tex. 

Kiber,  Angleton,  Tex. 

J.  Castanola,  M.  Castanola  &  Son,  San  Antonio,  Tex. 

,  Heidenheimer,  jr.,  Austin,  Tex. 

A.  Duerler  Manufacturing  Co.,  San  Antonio,  Tex. 

.  S.  Mosher,  Houston  Structural  Steel  Co.,  Houston,  Tex. 

Ddges  Dry  Goods  Co.,  Palestine,  Tex. 
larles  L.  Sanger,  Sanger  Bros.,  Waco,  Tex. 

.  J.  Hamlett,  dry  goods,  Milford,  Tex. 

;lw.  Titche,  president  Titche-Goettinger  Co.,  Dallas,  Tex. 

C.  Weaver,  president  Briggs-Weaver  Machinery  Co.,  Dallas,  Tex. 

Liebman,  Texas  Paper  Co.,  Dallas,  Tex. 

S  Craddock,  L.  Craddock  &  Co.,  Dallas,  Tex. 

G.  Davis,  Parlin  &  Orrendorf  Co.,  Dallas,  Tex. 

D.  Pratt,  president  and  treasurer  Pratt  Paint  &  Paper  Co.,  Dallas,  Tex. 
nsinger  Hardware  Co. ,  San  Antonio,  Tex. 

A.  Cortes,  treasurer  Bering-Cortes  Hardware  Co.,  Houston,  Tex. 

F.  Hellmouth,  Bellville,  Tex. 
e  Goldstein  Migel. Co.,  Waco,  Tex. 

!  C.  Strippling,  Fort  Worth,  Tex. 

[sh  Hardware  Co.,  Forth  Worth,  Tex. 

EL  &  E.  A.  Holingrene,  San  Antonio,  Tex. 

Drge  K.  McLendon,  McLendon  Hardware  Co.,  Waco,  Tex. 

:  S.  Bettes  Hardware  Co.,  Paris,  Tex. 
aes  Shield,  James  Shield  &  Son,  Leonard,  Tex. 

1  ldert  Grocery  Co. ,  Tyler,  Tex. 

‘anard  Mercantile  Co.,  Cleburne,  Tex. 

Hter  B.  Connally,  secretary  Wadel-Dickie  Hardware  Co.,  Tyler,  Tex. 

5  question  of  further  improvement  of  the  harbor  at  the  mouth  of  the  Brazos  was 
lered,  whereupon  Mr.  G.  A.  Trumbull  offered  the  following  resolution,  which 
3conded  by  Mr.  Heitmann,  and  after  full  discussion  was  unanimously  carried: 

kieas  the  feasibility  and  desirability  of  a  deeper  port  at  the  mouth  of  the  Brazos 
1  long  been  recognized  by  the  agricultural,  commercial,  industrial,  and  shipping 
tterests  of  Texas,  and  the  work  of  its  development  has  been  greatly  prevented  and 
tfded  by  lack  of  funds  and  work  to  procure  a  permanent  depth  to  enable  seagoing 
eels  of  sufficient  draft  to  accommodate  the  commerce  which  can  properly  be 
died  by  this  port;  and 

eas  commerce  can  only  be  established  and  developed  by  proper  provisions  for 
i  accommodations,  and  is  necessarily  in  a  measure  prospective  so  long  as  they 
unprovided;  and 

sas  the  discovery  of  sulphur  and  the  development  of  an  enormous  tonnage  by  the 
(sport  Sulphur  Co. ,  in  addition  to  other  large  interests  which  are  and  will  be  estab- 
f  ed  here,  as  well  as  a  large  and  productive  area  tributary  to  this  port  and  the  great 
r  which  finds  its  outlet  at  this  point,  promises  adequate  and  permanent  return 
oes  to  ships  seeking  this  port  and  creates  an  imperative  necessity  for  an  adequate 
th  of  water  at  the  mouth  of  the  Brazos;  and 

;as  the  Seaboard  &  Gulf  Steamship  Co.,  whose  stockholders  represent  commercial 
'rests  and  businesses  in  many  parts  of  Texas,  was  organized  to  give  relief  and 
^ure  lower  rates  and  proper  accommodations  for  the  Texas  shippers  by  securing 
maintaining  a  competitive  port;  and 

e  as,  the  company  has,  in  spite  of  great  and  at  times  unfair  competition  from  the 
^ay  and  shipping  interests,  succeeded  in  maintaining  its  business  for  three  years, 

1  has  been  justified  with  the  results  shown  in  putting  on  additional  service  to 
commodate  its  growing  business;  and 

H.  Doc.  1469,  63-3 - 2 
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Wh  Proas  it  is  reasonably  believed  that  the  work  of  this  company  has  saved  since 

11,000,000  annually,  based  on  figures  made  by  To 
shippers  bv  reducing  and  holding  down  rates,  and  it  is  believed  that  even  bet 
results  will  be  had  with  the  additional  service  now  provided  and  that  furtl 
improvements  by  the  National  Government  are  necessary  if  such  resalts  are  to 
ontained  and  that  this  company  has  been  hampered  and  inconvenienced  m 
operation  by  lack  of  a  proper  channel  depth,  and  other  shipping  interests  preveni 

Whereas' we  are  advised^hafthe  Congress  has  ordered  a  survey  of  the  river  from  1 
mouth  of  the  Brazos  to  Freeport,  with  a  view  of  procuring  a  uniform  depth  of  25  fc 
which  will  give  a  depth  of  water  and  opportunity  to  accommodate  industries  a 
terminal  facilities  desiring  to  make  use  thereof,  and  thereby  largely  benefit 

Whereas6 th  is °c ompany  has  received  scores  of  applications  not  only  in  Texas  but  fr 
the  eastern  seaboard  looking  to  the  accommodation  m  storage  of 
of  which  is  prohibited  owing  to  excessive  storage  rates  elsewhere  on  the  lexas  co. 
and  which  can  be  much  more  cheaply  provided  than  is  now  being  done  if  the 
ami  7ess  expensive  terminals  and  facilities  at  Freeport  are  utilized  when  a  pro 
depth  of  water  is  provided;  Therefore,  be  it 

Rpsolved  Tiiat  we  cordially  indorse  and  approve  the  proposition,  and  urge  upon 
Government  engineers  and  Congress  the  adoption  of  the  project  and  its  speedy  o 
nletion  and  pledge  our  support  and  cooperation  in  fully  justifying  the  expends, 
by  the  National  Government  of  an  amount  sufficient  to  carry  out  this  wortny  and  m 
needed  improvement. 

T  herebv  certifv  that  the  foregoing  is  a  true  and  correct  copy  of  the  resolutions  pas 
at  a  meeting  of  the  Seaboard^  Gulf  Steamship  Co.  at  the  time  and  place  he 

stated.  Felix  Jackson, 

[seal.  J  Secretary,  Seaboard  &■  Gulf  Steamship  C 


LETTER  OF  MESSRS.  S.  M.  SWENSON  &  SONS. 


New  York,  September  9,  191 

Dear  Sir-  In  view  of  the  fact  that  you  will  doubtless  at  an  early  date  prepare: 
report  authorized  at  the  last  session  of  Congress,  upon  the  survey  of  the  ^outh  o 
Sfpory  pirrnr  +n  Frppuort  Tex.  with  a  view  of  obtaining  a  channel  depth  of  2o 
andTn  view  of  the  fact  that  we  represent  interests  which  a.re  deeply  concerne  n 
development  of  the  harbor,  we  feel  that  it  is  entirely  proper  to  make  the  folio 

SSSiSSsfiffs? 

the  Government  of  an  amount  necessary  to  provide  and  maintain  a  depth  of 

mental  or  prospective  stage  owing  to  present  tonnage,  in  1  e  P 

Sis* 

aE?oaf  ^ Telas Tut taK Is  fal-northls  St.  Lo&  and  Hannibal,  Mo.  . 

pe^nnam\  A  Xr  if  QtpamshiT)  Co  has  within  the  past  30  days  augment 

3  wz-awsis  'MftwsaaaMsi 
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leport,  and  has  erected  steel  tankage  at  the  mouth  of  the  Brazos  River,  which 
nt  will  be  the  base  of  operations  for  this  company  for  its  ingoing  cargoes  and  dis¬ 
union  to  interior  points  by  rail.  The  present  tonnage  of  fuel  oil  is  lar<re  and 
itstantiy  increasing,  exclusive  of  the  business  of  the  Freeport  &  Mexican  Fuel  Oil 
brwi  i  ^  paiSt  *ew  months  show  a  shipment  of  oil  through  this  port  of  approximately 
iJOO  carrels  per  month,  m  spite  of  the  present  inadequate  depth  of  water.  Other 
re  oil  companies  have  been  forced  to  abandon  deliveries  of  oii  at  the  mouth  of  the 
izos  owing  to  these  inadequate  facilities  for  the  accommodation  of  tank  ships  of  the 

Rher  industries  of  large  proportions,  so  far  as  tonnage  is  concerned,  are  consider- 
location  at  the  mouth  of  the  Brazos,  the  one  obstacle  standing  in  the  wav  of 
nediate  action  being  the  depth  of  water  and  the  lack  of  absolute  assurance  that 
icient  depth  will  be  promptly  obtained. 

ommerce  has  rapidly  increased  at  the  mouth  of  the  river,  even  in  the  face  of  the 
Itacles  attending  the  handling  of  tonnage  through  a  shallow  channel  and  the  exclu- 
ot  coastwise  ships  which  would  enter  the  port  with  a  depth  of  23  to  25  feet  of 
there  are  iery  few  ships  available  with  draft  light  enough  to  make  use  of 
present  channel,  and  the  tonnage  of  the  port  has  been  and  is  beiii0-  held  back  in 
sequence.  ° 

bird  When  the  Government  took  over  the  jetties  without  compensation  to  the 
,ers  it  was  fully  understood  in  Congress,  so  we  are  informed,  that  the  Government 
Id  carry  on  this  improvement  and  develop  the  port.  We  know  of  nothing  which 
taken  piace  to  justify  a  change  regarding  this  intention;  on  the  contrarv.  the 
ation  is  more  favorable  and  the  need  of  the  improvement  more  imperative  than 
ny  time  m  the  history  of  the  port,  1 

nirth.  In  taking  over  the  jetties  constructed  by  private  capital  there  was  an 
lied  contract  on  the  part  cf  the  Government  to  finish  the  work, 
p  to  a  recent  period  there  was  no  actual  need  for  the  development  referred  to 
the  wisdom  of  the  Government  resting  on  its  oars  is  as  apparent' as  is  the  justifi- 
m  and  fairness  m  responding  to  the  present  needs  of  the  harbor 
re  incorporation  of  the  provision  in  the  last  river  and  harbor  bill  for  a  survey  of 
port  is  evidence  of  the  recognition  by  that  body  of  the  need  for  a  substantial 
h  adequate  for  the  demands  of  commerce  using  the  port,  and  for  those  desirous 
aking  use  of  its  facilities  as  soon  as  sufficient  water  is  obtained. 

)  obtain  a  depth  of  30  feet  we  presume  that  it  would  be  necessary  to  extend  the 
es,  or  one  of  them  at  least  p  and  while  we  are  not  advised  regarding  the  approxi- 
'  co.st '  of  sucb  an  undertaking,  itis  evident  that  it  would  require  a  very  large 
and  we  :t®el  that  it  is  fair  to  say  that  for  some  time  to  come  this  greater 
h  (30  feet)  may  not  be  required,  and  that  an  appropriation  sufficient  for  that  depth 
Id  not  be  requested  of  Congress.  r 

3  hence  request  that  your  report  and  estimate  authorized  bv  Congress  be  made 
ng  to  die  greatest  depth  possible  which  can  be  obtained  with  the  present  exist- 
ength  of  jetty  work,  contemplating  such  repairs  on  one  or  both  of  the  jetties  as 
n  youi  judgment  necessary.  Me  believe  this  item  is  a  small  one  measured  by 

'wUi!°n  repamn&  *he  broken  places  Thus  providing  the  greatest  depth  obtain- 
with  the  piesent  length  of  jetties,  the  Government  would  at  once  turn  an  unfin- 
project  into  an  asset  of  tremendous  value  to  the  entire  commerce  of  Texas  and 
s  territory  and  to  coastwise  shipping. 

til  your  survey  estimates,  and  report  are  complete  we  have  only  an  approxi- 
ldea  of  the  cost  of  the  work  necessary  to  secure  the  greatest  depth  of  water  as  above 
ed  to;  but  our  information  is  that  the  chief  cost  will  be  in  providing  suitable 
res  to  accomplish  the  work,  and  that  the  total  cost  will  be  a1  modest  sum.  and 
tUe  i  aiue  of  the  deepest  channel  possible  will  be  overwhelmingly  more  than  the 
int  required  to  produce  it.  8  J 

;  believe  that  in  making  the  best  use  of  the  present  jetties  Congress  would  be 
c,  relief  to  the  present  situation,  which  would  be  reasonably  adequate  until  the 
erce  of  the  port  grows  to  justify  the  greater  undertaking.  It  may  be  that  a 
Can  be.  obtained  without  extending  the  present  jetties,  involving 
Ttpkf  -dre(?fim?  only •  .If  m  y°ur  opinion  25  feet  is  not  a  possibility  with- 
SS  the  Jetties,  we  desire  to  request  that  your  estimates  be  based ‘on  the 
.st  depth  possible  with  their  present  length. 

amending  these  suggestions  to  your  consideration,  and  believing  that  the  posi- 
lch  we  take  is  a  modest  one,  considering  onlv  actualities,  we  are 
Yours,  very  truly,  *  ’ 

Ut.  Col.  C.  S.  Ricirf,  -  s-  M-  SwENSON- 

Corps  of  Engineers. 
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RESOLUTION  OF  THE  FORT  WORTH  (TEX.)  CHAMBER  OF  COMMERCE. 


r>  7  7  7  .  .i  Wnrf  Wnrih  Chamber  of  Commerce  That  we  cordially  indorse  the  ord  i 

hSWtaS  of  the  Brlos  made  by  the  last  session  of  Congress  with 
view1  to  procuring  a  depth  of  25  feet  of  water,  and  we  express  as  the  sentiment  of  tt, 
organization,  representing  the  business  interests  and  general  welfare  of  the  City  | 

F  FirV  Om~  confident  belief  that  the  appropriation  by  Congress  to  secure  a: 

•  nf25  feet  of  water  from  the  mouth  of  the  river  to  Freeport  w 

maintain  a  depth  oi  25  territory  tributary  to  the  Brazos  River  but 

economicaliacilities  to  care  for  and  accommodate  outgoing  and  incoming  business  j 

“itoncf  Th^  and  Representatives  in  Congress  earn: 

support  and  efforTlooking  to  securing  a  sufficient  appropriation  to  insure  the  .nice 

of  this  important  work.  C.  0.  McCormack,  Secretary 
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United  States  Engineer  Office, 

Galveston,  Tex.,  July  23,  1914 

From:  The  District  Engineer  Officer 

To*  The  Chief  of  Engineers,  United  States  Army. 

(Through  the  Division  Engineer).  x  _  , 

Subject:  Survey  of  mouth  of  Brazos  River  up  to  Freeport,  Tex.  j 
1  In  compliance  with  instructions  from  the  office,  Chief  of  En 
neers  dated  February  2,  1914,  the  following  report  is  submitted 
survey  of  mouth  of  Brazos  River  up  to  Freeport,  Tex.,  with  a  view 

sec2urir^eafielSwo rk  of  the  survey  was  done  between  March  15  a 
April  3,  1914,  by  Mr.  E.  B.  Sandelands,  inspector,  whose  reporl 

heUn!e  distance  from  Freeport  to  the  outer  end  of  , 

lowing  the  center  line  of  the  river,  is  28,800  feet,  of  which  5,000) 
is  the  channel  between  the  jetties.  The  average  width  of  the  n 

is  480  feet  and  between  the  jetties  550  feet.  The  ?5'f™ d®et  b<w. 
Gulf  on  a  continuation  of  the  line  of  jetty  channel  is  6,000  feet  bey. 
the  outer  ends  of  jetties.  A  shoal,  which  is  shown  on  the  map 
alwavs  existed  to  the  southward  of  the  southwest  jetty,  and 
natural  channel  bends  to  the  northward  after  leaving  the  outer  end 
the  jetties.  The  ruling  depths  found  on  the  survey  were  as  folio 
From  entrance  in  the  Gulf  up  to  the  steamship  wharf,  21  feet  (tti 
as  far  as  the  channel  has  ever  been  dredged) ;  from  steamship  w 

4  A  public  hearing  was  held  by  the  division  engineer,  Col.  Lan. 
H  Beach  on  June  23,  1914,  at  Freeport,  Tex.,  and  all  interest*' 
the  proposed  improvement  of  the  river  were  given  an  opportu 
to  present  facts  and  arguments.  The  report  of  this  hearing  is  herei 
and  attention  is  invited  to  it  and  to  the  commercial  statistics  wl 
were  presented  and  incorporated  in  it.  Attention  is  also  mv 

the  following  separate  communications.  ^  t 

(1)  Resolutions  of  the  citizens  of  Matagorda  County,  Tex.^ 

(2)  Resolutions  of  Chamber  of  Commerce ,  Longview,  lex. 

(3)  Resolutions  of  Young  Men’s  Booster  Club,  Abilene,  Tex. 


i  Not  printed. 
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(4)  Resolutions  of  Chamber  of  Commerce,  Wichita  Falls,  Tex.1 

(5)  Resolutions  of  Chamber  of  Commerce,  Victoria,  Tex.1 

(6)  Letter  of  Mr.  Al.W.  Davis,  inclosing  statistics  of  freight  handled 
t  Seaboard  &  Gulf  Steamship  Co.  through  Freeport  and  through 
her  Texas  ports  when  unable  to  get  to  Freeport.1 

5.  In  view  of  the  showing  made  during  the  progress  of  the  public 
axing,  and  in  further  view  of  the  large  sulphur  tonnage  that  is 
.ginating  in  close  vicinity  to  the  mouth  of  the  river,  and  in  view  of 
3  fact  that  Congress  had  shown  its  desire  to  keep  this  port  open 
its  appropriation  of  March  4,  1913,  for  the  new  seagoing  dredge 
mstocJc,  I  believe  that  effort  should  be  made  really  to  obtain  water 
depth  sufficient  for  the  use  of  economical  ocean  carriers.  The 
isting  project  depth  of  18  feet  never  has  really  been  maintained 
•  any  great  length  of  time,  owing  to  floods  in  the  river  and  shoaling 
ised  thereby.  This  depth,  in  my  opinion,  can  not  be  maintained 
[  the  use  of  a  seagoing  suction  dredge  alone  but  will  require  a 
i)e-line  spud  dredge  in  addition  to  work  in  the  river  channel  and 
the  upper  part  of  the  jetty  channel,  where  a  seagoing  dredge  can 
ver  be  worked  to  advantage.  Also,  if  such  a  dredge  is  procured 
:i  put  to  work  to  supplement  the  outside  work  of  the  seagoing 
flge,  then  I  am  of  opinion  that  a  better  channel  than  18  feet  can  be 
ured.  A  better  channel  than  18  feet  is  needed  if  economical  ocean 
riers  are  to  be  accommodated;  in  fact,  these  latter  will  require  a 
limum  of  21  feet,  and  preferably  as  close  to  25  feet  as  can  be 
ained. 

i.  To  extend  the  jetties  would  be  so  costly  that  it  would  seem  out 
the  question  with  the  present  and  immediately  prospective  com- 
rcial  development,  but  I  am  of  the  opinion  that  the  new  seagoing 
dge,  already  authorized  by  Congress  and  which  will  be  available 
»ut  the  end  of  1914,  will,  in  connection  with  a  new  spud  dredge, 
h  pipe  line  for  discharge  on  the  bank,  be  able  to  maintain  a  depth 
:rom  22  to  25  feet  in  the  entrance  and  up  as  far  as  the  present 
unship  wharf.  I  would  not  recommend  dredging  in  the  river 
ch  above  the  present  wharf  until  such  time  as  additional  wharves 
Y  be  provided,  except  at  such  times  as  the  removal  of  a  shoal  a 
irt  distance  above  might  be  desirable  in  preference  to  waiting  for 
shoal  to  work  down  into  the  channel.  The.  spud  dredge  that  it 
Uld  be  desirable  to  have  for  this  work  would  be  essentially  a  dupli- 
3  of  the  20-inch  dredges  now  under  contract  for  the  Houston  Ship 
innel  the  Sa?n  Houston  and  the  San  Jacinto — there  being  an 
:  antage  in  the  matter  of  having  the  dredge  of  the  same  size  as 
;ers  in  the  district,  allowing  interchangeability  of  pontoons,  pipe 
,  etc.  Such  a  dredge  with  its  outfit  would  cost  about  $200,000, 
when  procured  should  be  placed  at  work  in  maintaining  the 
}zos  River  Channel.  To  the  estimate  now  submitted  is  also  added 
High  funds  to  keep  this  dredge  and  the  seagoing  dredge  alreadv 
tracted  for  at  work  for  approximately  two  years’  time.  If  during 
t  time  the  commerce  at  the  mouth  of  the  Brazos  fails  to  come  up 
'expectations  and.  to  what  is  so  confidently  predicted  bv  those 
rested  in  the  project,  then  further  work  of  these  dredges  at  that 
it  can  be  discontinued  and  the  dredges  transferred  elsewhere, 
ire  is  and  always  will  be  ample  need  for  dredges  of  this  character 

1  Not  printed. 
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on  maintenance  work  at  other  parts  of  the  district,  so  the  only  re 
cost  of  this  effort  to  give  satisfactory  depth  of  water  at  the  moutn_ 
the  Brazos  for  a  period  of  approximately  two  years  would  be  tl 
cost  of  operation  of  these  dredges,  coupled  with  such  minor  repai 
to  the  jetties  as  may  prove  necessary. 


ESTIMATE. 


7.  The  estimate  for  the  proposed  improvement  is  as  follows 

One  20-inch  hydraulic  pipe-line  dredge,  complete,  with  pontoon  pipe  line 

and  all  necessary  equipment .  . . - . 

Operating  the  above  dredge  lor  a  yestr  and  a  half,  including  ordinary  repairs 

('this  dredge  can  not  he  available  as  soon  as  the  Comstock) .  .  -  --  --  -  -  * - 

rypratinff  new  seagoing  dredge  Comstock  during  two  years,  including  ordi- 


$200,  C 

150,  C 


Operating  newjieagomg  Aransas  Pa~s8  and 


nary  repairs  $120,000  N —  ,,  .  _ 

mouth  of  Brazos),  amount  chargeable  to  mouth  of  Brazos 

Minor  repairs  to  jetties . > . 

Engineering  and  contingencies . 


60,  ( 
50,  ( 
40.  ( 


Total. , 


500, 


150 

Annual  maintenance  thereafter .  ’ 


WATER  POWER,  TERMINAL  FACILITIES,  ETC. 


8  There  is  no  question  of  water  power,  flood  control,  or  other  si 
iects  so  related  to  the  project  proposed  that  they  may  be  coor 
nated  therewith  to  lessen  the  cost  and  compensate  the  Governm. 
for  expenditure  made  in  the  interests  of  navigation,  lhe  presi 
terminal  facilities  consist  of  the  wharf  and  warehouse  of  the  Houst 
&  Brazos  Valley  Railroad,  situated  a  short  distance  above  the  hg 
house  at  the  mouth  of  the  river.  This  wharf  is  about  450  feet  lo 
and  the  warehouse  has  about  32,000  square  feet  of  storage  area.  J 
ships  of  the  Seaboard  &  Gulf  Steamship  Co.  land  at  this  wharl  < 
re  ceive  and  discharge  freight,  the  steamer  berth  being  on  one  si 
a  nd  the  railroad  tracks  on  the  other.  This  wharf  is  open  to  all  c 
riers  on  equal  terms  to  the  limit  of  its  capacity.  The  owners  of 
town  site  of  Freeport  have  declared  their  intention  of  giving  at] 
lutely  free  terminal  facilities  at  this  point  when  the  improvemen 
the  harbor  is  carried  to  such  a  point  as  to  justify  the  construction 
these  facilities.  At  the  present  time  they  have  only  constructej 

small  wharf  for  launches. 


conclusion. 


I  believe  the  commerce  already  going  through  the  mouth  of 
Brazos,  the  sulphur  tonnage  already  originating  there,  and 
showing  with  regard  to  the  economies  that  would  be  produced 
having  this  port  with  which  to  compete  with  adjacent  ports  an 
justify  the  recommended  method  of  procedure.  I  therefore  rec 
mend  that  the  mouth  of  the  Brazos  up  to  Freeport  be  consid. 
worthy  of  improvement  for  25  feet  depth,  or  as  near  to  that  dept 
can  be  maintained  with  the  plant  recommended  but  that  opera  ! 
for  the  present  be  confined  to  obtaining  this  depth  up  to  the  p# 

steamship  wharf,  and  that  the  depth  be  extended  farther  upstre 

and  if  necessary  to  Freeport,  when  additional  terminal  facilities  II 
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m  provided,  and  not  before.  I  also  recommend  that  the  sum  of 
)0,000  be  provided  in  the  initial  appropiiation,  and  the  sum  of 
10,000  (being  the  balance  of  estimated  amount)  be  authorized  for 
!  next  year. 

IN  CLOSURES. 

There  are  inclosed  herewith  report  of  public  hearing  held  at  Free- 
■t,  copies  1  of  resolutions  and  letters  enumerated  in  paragraph  4, 
ort  1  of  Inspector  E.  B.  Sandelands,  and  map  of  the  survey  in 
5  sheet. 

C.  'S.  Riche, 

Lieut.  Col.,  Corps  of  Engineers. 

[First  indorsement.] 

Office  of  Division  Engineer,  Gulf  Division, 

Baltimore,  Md.,  September  21,  191 4. 
the  Chief  of  Engineers: 

.  Forwarded. 

•  The  present  project  for  the  mouth  of  the  Brazos  River  is  to 
ire  a  navigable  channel  from  the  Gulf  of  Mexico  through  the  bar 
>  the  river.  Work  is  proceeding  as  appropiiations  may  be  made 
n  time  to  time,  upon  the  plan  recommended  by  the  district  officer 

approved  by  the  Chief  of  Engineers,  for  a  channel  18  feet  deep 

•  1^0  feet  wide,  to  be  obtained  by  the  maintenance  of  two  jetties 
iady  built  and  by  dredging.  No  plan  for  the  work  or  estimate  of 
;  has  ever  been  adopted  by  Congress.  A  total  of  somewhat  more 
1  $720,000  has  been  appropriated  by  Congress  for  this  work,  and 
been  expended. 

.  The  work  is  impossible  of  completion  at  any  date  on  account  of 
silt  brought  down  by  the  Brazos  River  in  times  of  flood.  The 
inel  may  exist  unimpaired  for  several  consecutive  months,  and 
1  its  depth  be  diminished  several  feet  in  the  course  of  a  few  days 
ine  of  the  sudden  rises  to  which  the  Brazos  River  is  subjected, 
se  rises  and  the  consequent  shoaling  of  the  channel  may  occur  at 
time  of  the  year,  the  Brazos  being  peculiar  in  having  no  regular 
ods  for  high  and  low  water  stages.  Owing  to  these  sudden 
lges  in  the  channel  it  may  be  stated  that  the  present  project  depth 
P  feet  never  been  maintained  by  the  Government,  for  although 
-is  been  secured  for  short  periods  it  has  never  been  maintained  for 
1  a  length  of  time  that  shipping  interests  could  confidently  rely 
1  an  18-foot  depth  or  make  definite  arrangements. 

!•  The  only  practicable  way  of  maintaining  a  channel  of  greater 
h  than  about  14  feet  through  the  bar,  without  enormous  expense, 
have  a  dredge  available  for  immediate  service  at  the  mouth  of  the 
whenever  sudden  shoaling  occurs.  Congress  has  recognized 
I  *act,  and  has  provided  for  a  seagoing  dredge  for  this  locality,  to 
toJi  at  the  mouth  of  the  Brazos  and  at  Aransas  Pass  jointly, 
jjj  dredge,  now  under  construction,  will  be  able  to  work  economi- 
only  on  the  bar  and  for  a  comparatively  short  distance  inside 
*?nds  of  the  jetties,  as  it  has  to  deposit  its  material  in  deep  water 
[  e  Gulf,  and  dredging  at  a  distance  from  the  mouth,  as  well  as  the 


1  Not  printed. 
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difficulty  of  turning  in  the  narrow  channel,  will  make  any  work  pe 
formed  by  it  much  more  costly  than  that  which  could  be  periormi 
by  a  modern  type  of  fixed-position  hydraulic  dredge  capable  of  d 
positing  the  material  upon  the  low  banks  of  this  portion  of  the  nvd 
5  It  would  be  only  a  partial  maintenance  of  the  project  ai 
would  be  of  no  practical  benefit  to  navigation  to  secure  a  depth 
18  feet  over  only  that  portion  maintained  by  the  seagoing  dreffi 
leaving  the  section  of  the  river  between  the  upper  end  of  this  dredgn 
work  and  the  wharves  subject  to  constant  silting,  as  explained  abo\j 
For  this  reason  it  will  be  necessary  to  have  a  hydraulic  dredge  of 
fixed-position  type  constantly  available  if  the  present  project  is 

be  really  maintained.  1 

6.  Under  even  the  present  unfavorable  conditions  a  steams! 

line  has  been  established  and  operates  regularly  to  the  port,  althouj 
it  finds  at  times  that  owing  to  the  sudden  shoaling  of  the  channel 
vessel  is  unable  to  enter  the  river  with  the  draft  which  was  not  fl 
great  when  it  sailed  from  New  York,  the  shoaling  having  occuri 
between  the  time  of  departure  and  arrival.  When  this  occurs  W 
vessel  is  forced  either  to  lighter  its  cargo  or  to  proceed  to  some  otJi 
port  generally  Galveston  or  Texas  City,  and  unload  a  portion.  ol  j 
cargo  there,  to  be  shipped  by  rail  to  consignees,  at  considerable  1 

to  the  vessel  owners.  .  1 

7  In  order  to  obtain  as  much  information  on  the  subject  as  p 
sible  a  public  hearing  was  held  at  Freeport.  The  number  a 
standing  of  the  parties  in  attendance  at  this  hearing  was  surpnsi 
prominent  business  men  being  present  from  important  towns  of  i 
central  and  eastern  parts  of  the  State  of  Texas,  such  as  HoustJ 
Dallas,  Brazoria,  Greenville,  Cuero,  Wellington,  Bonham,  Anglet  I 
Trinity,  Austin,  and  San  Antonio.  They  were  men  who  could  har 
be  brought  together  by  any  manufactured  sentiment  or  gathered] 
the  request  of  a  commercial  organization.  They  evidently  rep 
sented  a  general  feeling  throughout  a  large  portion  of  the  otate  t. 
the  work  is  of  the  greatest  importance  and  desirability.  I  he  sh 
ments  made  by  them  at  the  hearing  showed  that  they  believed  j 
securing  of  a  deeper  channel  than  at  present  exists  at  the  mouth, 
the  Brazos,  so  that  vessels  of  a  slightly  greater  draft  could  be  broil 
into  the  mouth  of  the  river,  would  result  m  great  benefit  to  the  peq 
of  a  large  portion  of  the  State. 

8.  The  division  engineer  was  originally  inclined  to  the  opm 
that  as  Texas  had  a  seaport  at  Port  Arthur,  another  at  Galvesi 
and  Texas  City,  together  with  the  Houston  Ship  Channel  leading 
Houston,  there  was  no  necessity  for  a  deeper  water  port  within 
than  60  miles  to  the  westward.  It  may  be  remarked  here,  par 
thetically,  that  those  portions  of  the  statements  presented  at 
hearing 'to  the  effect  that  the  improvement  at  the  mouth  of 
Brazos  is  necessary  on  account  of  the  wharfage  facilities  beinj 
nearlv  monopolized  at  Galveston  and  Texas  City  that  the  benefi 
effect  to  the  people  in  the  interior  is  largely  nullified  form  a  str 
argument  in  favor  of  the  United  States  insisting,  before  undertai 
expensive  works  of  river  or  harbor  improvement,  that  pr( 
terminals  be  provided  and  so  safeguarded  that  the  resulting  bei 
of  its  expenditures  shall  not  accrue  to  a  few  fortunate  mdividi 
but  shall  be  distributed  among  the  people  This  would  have  o 
ated  to  cause  an  unfavorable  recommendation  had  the  quesi 
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3n  one  of  creating  a  new  harbor,  for  it  is  believed  that  the  United 
ites  should  not  be  called  on  to  provide  new  harbors  simply  because 
)  terminals  were  monopolized  or  controlled  at  those  already  estab- 
aed.  This,  however,  is  not  a  new  harbor,  and  other  reasons  con- 
1  m  the  present  case.  The  United  States  has  spent  practicallv 
fee-quarters  of  a  million  dollars  in  endeavoring  to  maintain  a 
rbor  at  this  point,  and  has  never,  so  far,  done  what  it  has  started 
)  to  do.  It  should  either  maintain  the  harbor  in  the  manner  con- 
lplated,  or  cease  making  expenditures  for  inadequate  results, 
lgress  has  evidently  intended  to  maintain  this  harbor,  as  is  evi- 
ced  by  the  fact  that  it  has  made  an  appropriation  of  $200,000 
)  a  seagoing  dredge  to  operate  at  the  mouth  of  the  river.  This 
P.  he  insufficient  without  another  dredge  which  can  operate  upon 
jfcant  call  in  the  stream  itself,  as  has  been  explained  above. 

[.  While  it  has  been  difficult  to  maintain  with  certainty  a  greater 
Ith  than  about  14  feet  under  the  condition  which  has  prevailed 
lierto,  which  is  that  any  shoaling  which  may  occur  must  wait  for 
koval  until  a  contract  may  be  made  or  a  dredge  be  borrowed  from 
oIher  locality,  it  is  believed  that  the  assignment  of  a  dredge 
pally  to  this  work  will  permit  the  maintenance  of  a  channel  not  only 
18  feet,  but  also  of  one  of  a  somewhat  greater  depth  at  probablv  no 
r  iter  cost  than  that  necessary  to  secure  the  18  feet.  The  dredge  will 
|e  to  be  kept  m  commission  with  proper  crew,  available  for  service 
In  short  notice.  Practically  the  onlv  difference  between  such  a 
llge  s  securing  a  channel  of  18  feet  and  one  of  a  few  feet  greater 
Ith  will  be  the  diffeience  in  the  cost  of  fuel  for  a  larger  number  of 
P  operation,  overhead  charges  remaining  the  same, 
d.  The  fact  that  Congress  has  in  every  way  indicated  its  intention 
maintaining  this  harbor,  the  fact  of  the  development  of  the  im- 
se  sulphur  field  almost  immediately  at  this  site  furnishing  an 
irtant  commerce  of  itself,  and  the  fact  that  the  measures  necessary 
lamtam  the  present  project  depth  of  18  feet  can  probably  be 
nded  without  appreciable  difference  in  cost  to  the  securing  of  a 
.what  greater  depth  lead  me  to  recommend  that  the  Brazos  is 
hy  of  improvement  to  a  greater  depth  than  18  feet.  It  is  diffi- 
m  view  of  the  present  information,  to  state  what  will  be  the  most 
mtageous  depth  to  endeavor  to  maintain.  In  a  stream  like  the 
;os,  and  with  the  rapid  silting  which  occurs,  a  depth  beyond  that 
b  can  be  readily  maintained  by  a  single  dredge  working  in  the 
‘  Wlji  be  both  unduly  expensive  and  unreliable.  It  is  believed, 
wer,  that  it  is  better  for  shipping  interests  to  have  a  reliable 
>h  of,  say,  22  feet  at  all  times  than  an  uncertain  depth  of  25  feet, 
a  depth  of  22  feet  is  certain  a  vessel  can  always  load  accordinglv 
lot  be  subject  to  delay  of  lightering  or  change  of  routing,  whereas 
mould  load  to  25  feet  and  find  upon  arrival  that  it  could  not  enter 
oork  greater  delay  and  inconvenience,  as  well  as  additional 
ise,  is  incurred  by  the  necessity  of  lightering  or  of  proceeding  to 
other  port  to  discharge  a  portion  of  the  cargo.  As  it  is  necessarv 
ace  an  additional  dredge  in  the  stream  to  obtain  the  present 
et  depth,  it  is  recommended  that  the  project  depth  be  pro- 
lally  increased  to  22  feet  and  that  the  dredge  be  required  to 
tain  tins  depth,  which  it  is  believed  that  it  can  do,  and  that  it 
ie  authorized  to  secure  such  additional  depth  not  exceeding  25 
is  it  may  be  able  to  maintain  without  marked  additional  cost. 
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11  It  is  further  recommended  that  the  upper  limit  of  the  pro je 
hp  the  nresent  wharf  in  Brazos  River,  leaving  the  question  ot  exte 
sion  tolhe  town  of  Freeport  to  be  determined  by  the  expenen 

gained.  Lansing  H.  Beach, 

Colonel,  Corps  of  Engineers, 

Division  Engineer. 


[For  report  of  the  Board  of  Engineers  for  Rivers  and  Harbors 
survey  see  page  3.]  _ 


Depth  op  25  Feet. 


Names  of  those  present  at  Freeport  hearing,  June  23,  1914. 

Mr  H  T.  Staiti,  oil  producer,  Houston  lex. 

£  1 1  Missouri,  Kansas  *  Texas  I 

W  Mr  I?UT  °ciifton,  president  Clifton  Manufacturing  Co.,  Waco,  Tc ex. 

Mr  K  P.  SwensX  president  Freeport  Sulphur  Co.,  New  York,  N.  Y. 

Mr  c  A  Jones  manager  Freeport  Sulphur  Co.,  Freeport,  Tex. 

Mr  W  T.  Eldridge,  president  Sugarland  Befinmg  Sugarland^  Tex^ 

Mr'G  A  Trumbull,  president  Huey  &Philp  Hardware  Co.,  Dallas,  le  . 

&  |iHF  Steamship  Co.,  Abilene  Tex 

E  G  WaXld,  vice  president  and  general  manager  Seaboard  &  Gulf  St 

^'Mr^  Beif  b""  Cafo^’president  Business  Men’s  Association.  Dallas,  Tex. 

Mr  E  P  Wilmot,  president  Austin  National  Bank,  Aus  i  ,  q  rp 

Mr'  F.'  A.'  Heitmann,  president  F.  W.  Heitmann  Hardware  Co Houston,  le. 

*Mr.  E.  A.  Peden,  president  Peden  Iron  &  Ste^  ^  5 
Mr.  A.  L.  Reed,  traffic  manager.  Si anger  Bros ,  Dalla^  Tex.  F  t  Tex 
Mr  Felix  Jackson,  secretary  Seaboard  &  Gulf  Steamship  Vo. ,  rr  p  , 

Mr’.  J  H.  Hill,  vice  president  and  general  manager  Galveston,  Houston  &  H 

vXpferident  of  the  Boren-Stewart  Co.,  Dallas  Tex. 

Mr  W  A  Webb,  general  manager  Missouri,  Kansas  &  loxas  liai  way,  , 

Mr'.  J.'  T.  Gibbons,  vice  president  and  general  manager,  Houston  Packing 

HMrtO0’  FC  Davis,  secretary  Parlin  &  Orendorfi  Implement  Co  DaHas,  Tex. 
Mr’  J  w.  Munson,  county  judge  Brazonayounty.  Angleton,  Tex. 

Mr  A  E  Masterson,  attorney,  Brazoria  County,  Angleton,  lex.  ' 

Mr  J  A  Arnold"  secretary  Texas  Business  Men’s  Association  Fort  Worthy 
Mr  J  C  Allen,  State  manager  Florida  Citrus  Exchange,  Dallas,  lex. 

ll^GeOTg^H^mmanf'HourionjAmv^vice  president  Union  National  Bank)  | 

Mr  P.  G.  Burns,  Houston,  Tex. 

Mr.  J.  G.  Smith,  merchant,  Brazoria,  lex. 

Mr.  J.  W.  Wilkinson,  Houston,  Tex.  Tn  mi  ranee  Co  Greenville' 

Mr  William  Bacon,  general  manager  Bankers  Life  Insurance  V  ^ 

Mr’.  J.  C.  Saunders,  cotton  manufacturing  Bonham  and  Cuero,  le  . 

Mr.  John  G.  Palm,  cashier  State  National  Bank,  Austi  , 

Mr  J  M.  West,  lumberman,  Houston,  Tex. 

Mr  R  T.  Dennis,  president  M.  T.  Dennis  Co.,  .  Tex 

Mr.  G.  L.  Thacker,  traffic  manager  Wm.  D  Cleveland  &  Son,  ’ 

Mr  H  D.  Creath,  banker,  Wellington,  Tex. 

Mr.  J.  A.  Moss,  cotton  manufacturer,  Co  Danas  and  Fr<) 

Mr.  S.  E.  Paul,  general  agent  Seaboard  &  Gulf  bteamsnip  to.,  ^ 

TMr.  W.  A.  Cortes,  Bering  &  Cortes  Hardware  Co.,  Houston,  Tex. 

Mr.  C.  H.  Milby,  retired  capitalist,  Houston,  lex. 
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lasCTex'  Thanheiser’  enSineer  M.  &  W.,  Missouri,  Kansas  &  Texas  Railway, 

r-  M.  L.  Buckner,  secretary  Union  Terminal  Co..  Dallas,  Tex. 
r.  G.  B.  Taliaferro,  lawyer,  San  Antonio,  Tex. 

r  A  A’.  Barnes,  director  Beaumont  &  Great  Northern  Railroad,  Trinity,  Tex 

r.  A.  W.  Davis,  industrial  commissioner  Houston  &  Brazos  Valiev  *Railwav 
sport,  Tex.  •  J  y ’ 

,r.  L.  J.  Wilson,  attorney,  Angleton,  Tex. 
r.  J.  C.  Tolman,  Tolman  Engineering  Co.,  Houston.  Tex 
r.  V  .  H.  Brigance,  planter,  Brazoria,  Tex. 
r.  G.  C.  Morris,  cashier  Freeport  National  Bank.  Freeport.  Tex 
r.  T.  G.  Banks,  superintendent  Houston  &  Brazos  Valiev  Railwav  Freeport  Tex 
¥  JP.  Bryan,  cattleman-capitalist,  Freeport,  Tex.  ‘  ’ 

.r.  Joel  Bryan,  stockman-farmer,  Freeport.  Tex. 
r.  R.  E.  L.  Stringfellow,  capitalist,  Freeport,  Tex. 
r.  T.  T.  Word,  merchant,  Freeport,  Tex. 
r.  D.  A.  Barr,  lumberman,  Freeport.  Tex. 

-*•  ^ebber,  field  manager  Freeport  Suiphur  Co.,  Freeport.  Tex 
G.  E.  Jenks,  chemist,  Freeport  Sulphur  Co.,  Freeport  Tex. 

W.  A.  Nelson,  merchant,  Freeport,  Tex. 

’•  B-  J.  Dillon  auditor  Houston  &  Brazos  Valley  Railway.  Freeport.  Tex. 

•.  C.  B.  Kendall,  publisher  Freeport  Facts,  Freeport.  Tex. 

’•  J-  B.  Brockenbrough.  merchant,  Freeport,  Tex. 

'•  H.  C.  Dorton,  postmaster,  Freeport,  Tex. 
r.  J.  S.  Elkins,  merchant,  Freeport,  Tex. 

'•  D.  Graham,  real  estate  broker,  Velasco,  Tex. 

.  P.  F.  Combs,  real  estate  broker,  Velasco,  Tex. 

.  E.  P.  Hosfle,  attorney  at  law,  Velasco,  Tex. 
i.  S.  H.  Hudgins,  banker,  Velasco,  Tex. 

.  Henry  Wolken,  manager  Velasco  Fish  &  Oyster  Co.,  Velasco.  Tex. 

.  M.  D.  L.  Jordan,  physician,  Velasco,  Tex. 

•  D.  T.  Austin,  contractor,  Velasco,  Tex. 

•  B.  H.  Carlton,  quarantine  officer,  Velasco,  Tex. 

.  J.  J.  Grooms. 

.  J.  C.  Saunders. 

.  A.'C.  Davis. 
f-  J.  A.  Williams. 


,ansing  H.  Beach,  United  States  Corps  of  Engineers,  in  charge;  Lieut.  Col.  C.  S.  Riche,  assisting.] 

a  hearing  held  in  the  Tarpon  Inn,  Freeport,  Tex.,  on  the  23d  day  of  June  A.  D. 

1  tor  the  purpose  of  considering  the  further  improvement  of  the  mouth’ of  the 
s  River  up  to  Freeport,  Tex.,  with  a  view  to  providing  a  depth  of  25  feet  the 
ring  proceedings  were  had;  ’ 

iring  called  to  order  at  3  p.  m. 

•  Lansing  H.  Beach.  The  object  of  this  hearing  is  to  obtain  as  much  informa- 

,s  possible  concerning  the  necessity  or  advisability  of  the  improvement  of  the 

s  River  so  as  to  provide  a  25-foot  channel  from  the  Gulf  to  Freeport.  Congress 

reeled  a  preliminary  examination,  and  under  the  conditions  to  be  followed  in 

Uase  as  prescribed  by  Congress,  a  preliminary  examination  has  been  made 

been  done  and  after  consideration  by  the  authorities  in  Washington  the 

Rt  officer,  Col  Riche,  was  directed  to  make  an  estimate  and  report  which  would 

the  cost  and  practicability  of  the  improvement.  He  is  ready  as  far  as  the 

.  is  concerned,  and  in  order  to  obtain  as  much  information  as  possible  in  regard 

“  matter  the  Leanng  has  been  called.  Now,  there  is  no  necessity  for  repeating 

nme  argument  it  it  has  once  been  advanced.  There  is  no  objection  to  businesi 

oncumng  and  stating  that  they  concur  m  an  argument  or  statement  which  has 

rnade  previously.  It  would  have  weight,  and  it  is  not  necessary  to  go  over  the 

mAu  0t  frgVJIJ)eIlt  lxi  detai1;  H  may  be  necessary,  in  order  to  bring  out  all  the 
Wiation,  for  me  to  ask  questions.  6 

0  re  «e!f!)eluth?>t  th?  r.eP°rt.  of  Blis  hearing,  together  with  Col.  Riche’s 

o  .  is  submitted  to  the  Board  of  Engineers  for  Rivers  and  Harbors,  in  Washington 
l  them  transmitted  to  the  Chief  of  Engineers  and  to  the  Secretary  of  War..  In 
!CPon  th>e. “atter  th(W  desire  as  full  information  as  can  be  obtained.  If  there 
whl,ch  _are  not-  that  is,  questions  with  regard  to  the  advisability  of  the 
_ement— which  are  not  being  covered  in  the  statements  made,  I  shall  con- 
t0  the  advantage  of  the  improvement  and  for  the  proper  consideration  of  the 
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5s  ESSSs'Asrrsr-?  &”»=!“£?"“'• " 

r  -i _ in  mv  nnsit/ion  leave  me.  1  can  not  ai. 


allow  my  sentime 


imposed  upon  an  officer  ^os^ti^ leave^~  recommendations  which  are  c 


It  would  ts 
succeec 


?^toSeVefa7con4resS  haflSd  down  to  cover  such  cases.  It  i 

pSSHiilsill#lSrfS 


the  other  speakers,  if  you  have  no  objecton  Freeoort  Tex.).  The  Free, 

Mr.  C.  A.  Jones  (manager  Freeport  ®S”an d  ftoSs  which  w4  think  will 
Commerce  League  have  prepared  some  acts  t  and  that  docun 

helpreparedCfor  the^m-pose  of  filing  with  the  commission,  and  it  will  be  filed  t 


IS 


y0(ThPeedTcument  submitted  by  Mr.  Jones  is  as  follows.  Mr.  Jones  also  sub, 
resolutions,  copies  of  which  follow  the  printed  documen  .) 


/~i  T  i  MOTxrr1  TT  RfaCH  DIVISION  ENGINEER,  CORP 
Statement  Submitted  to  Col.  LAN®IANT^T^nT?tlEA^,  AT  Hearing  Held  at  Fi 

Sf  June  5^1  Pont  oe  Feeep 

^'EX‘  [By  the  Freeport  Commerce  League,  Freeport,  Tex.] 

COMMERCIAL  TONNAGE. 


mis 


g  =:  as 

neous,  paints  and  oils,  sheet  iron,  an  cemen  .  .  ^  the  t  year  witk  an  enoi 


24,360  tons.  nonn  u„r  troubles  which  prevented  access  tl 

Freeporf  Channel^  fhifsteamship  line  ™ 

its  t9tal  tW  for  this  period ' 

on  both  the  steamship  company  an  i  s  P  compepec[  to  pay  wharfage  anck 
own  warehouse  and  dock  iacilit: les  h  XDellsive|y  The  freight  is  forwari  I 

charges  at  other  ports  and .handle  ^  height  expensi  y  ^  ^  degire(1 


consignees  from  different  points  and  over  different  routes 
additional  freight  burdens  have  beenc bo™ .  ,g  ^  foUoWfl 


The  items  of  freight  making  up 


Tons. 

580 


Ammunition . 

Bagging..., .  2O09 

Binder’s  twine .  “jj 

Canned  goods .  if  ’  q«a 

-n _ .  .  1,  -JOT 


Dry  goods 


287 


Drugs-. . ---  946 

Fireworks . - .  ,  « 7n 

Hardware  and  implements . 

Iron  articles . . .  i’  S5 

Iron  pipe  and  castings .  A  ^ 


Linoleum . . . 

Machinery  and  boilers. 

Miscellaneous . 

Paper,  all  kinds . 

Paints  and  oils . 

Soda  and  products. . . 

Sheet  iron . 

Wire,  etc . 

Cement . 


Total. 
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ese  diversions  have  operated  to  the  disadvantage  of  this  port,  discouraging  ship- 
from  continuing  patronage  to  a  line  which  could  not  make  its  deliveries^as  sched- 
There  are  several  specific  instances  of  this  character,  and  the  retarding  influ- 
under  the  condition  has  been  felt. 

age  handled  at  this  port  by  the  Seaboard  &  Gulf  Steamship  Co.  1912  Tons. 

date. . . .  2g  773 

rted  by  Seaboard  &  Gulf  Steamship  Co.  from  this  port  account  of  in- 

ility  to  enter,  covering  same  period .  34  op2 

tage  handled  at  this  port  by  other  boats,  same  period .  24,  360 

Total . . .  87,135 

e  value  of  $13,126,949. 

'  believe  that  the  showing  made  in  the  face  of  the  difficulties  of  maintaining  relia- 
ccess  to  this  port,  which  could  be  easily  kept  open  with  dredge  available  proves 
iiisively  the  need  and  urgent  demand  for  the  further  improvement,  and  that  it  is 
dantly  justified  by  the  facts.  In  spite  of  the  difficulties  named  in  1913  the 
tion  of  cargoes  actually  handled  at  Freeport  was  $3,218,100,  while  that  of  Aransas 
on  which  so  much  money  has  been  spent,  was  for  the  year  only  $702,945  (Texas 
nac).  In  1913  the  appropriation  for  Aransas  Pass  project  was'$600 .000,  twice  as 
m  this  one  appropriation  as  the  actual  expenditure  necessary  to  complete  the 
>ort  project.  The  total  appropriation  for  Aransas  Pass  is  over  four  times  the  total 
e  mouth  of  the  Brazos.  In  view  of  the  relative  business  done,  it  is  instructive  to 
the  appropriations  year  by  year  for  the  projects.  We  do  not  question  the  wisdom 
igress  111  providing  so  liberally  for  Aransas  Pass,  but  ask  for  recognition  of  our 
leeds,  m  view  of  the  showing  made,  both  projects  having  their  inception  at  prac- 
,T  the  same  date.  I11  May,  1913,  the  navigable  depth  at  Aransas  Pass  was  20.6 

Abstract  of  appropriations. 


1879.. 
,  1880. 

1881.. 

1882.. 
L884 . . 

1886.. 
,  1888. 
L899 . . 
1902. 
L905 . . 
1906. 

1907. . 
1908. 

909.. 

1910. 

1911. 

1912.. 

913.. 


I  Island  (Aransas  Pass  project): 

ib.  27,  1911 .  : 

ig.  24,  1912 . 


-- 


3,253,750 


Aransas 

Pass. 

Mouth  of 
Brazos. 

$35, 000 
65, 000 
80, 000 
100, 000 
100,000 
101, 250 
100, 000 
60, 000 
250, 000 
100, 000 
100, 000 
200, 000 
200, 000 
190, 000 
572, 500 
25, 000 

$40,000 
40, 000 
50, 000 
10, 000 
18, 750 

85, 000 
55,000 
50, 000 
87, 500 
35, 000 

100,000 
25,000 
125, 000 

600, 000 

2,  878, 750 

125,000 
250, 000 

721, 250 

king  congressional  recognition  and  support,  we  have.in  the  past  been  advised 

e  must  first  show  increase  of  commerce.  The  proof  that  this  increase  has 
p  !d  is  surely  not  lacking. 

SULPHUR  TONNAGE. 

elieve  Freeport  is  alone  in  originating  a  large  tonnage  for  northbound  vessels, 
er  ports  are  receiving  and  discharging  points  simply.  The  great  majority  of 
oming  into  the  Gulf  ports  find  difficulty  in  securing  northbound  cargo, 
mr  mines  at  Freeport,  based  upon  the  yield  of  sulphur  since  December,  1913, 

JqUvIal?nt  40’000  tons  per  annum.  This  production  has 

complished  with  the  original  test  plant;  the  second  double  unit  is  well  along 


30 


BRAZOS  RIVER,  MOUTH  TO  FREEPORT,  TEX. 


in  construction  and  will  be  completed  by  the  1st  of  September  1914,  permitting 
steaming  of  three  wells  simultaneously  instead  of  one,  as  heretofore,  or  placing 
production  at  that  time  upon  a  basis  of  about  120,000  tons  per  annum,  equivalent 
sav  40  ship  cargoes  of  3,000  tons  each,  or  a  shipload  every  10  days.  It  is  the  intent 
oUthe  company  to  develop  the  sulphur  field  with  additional  units,  looking  to 
increasing  production  in  the  future.  Tonnage  originated  locally  to  so  large  an  ext 
will  of  necessity,  bring  steamships  and  railroads  to  the  port. 

The  immense  sulphur  field  at  Freeport  is  the  largest  m  the  world  m  demonstra 
area  The  United  States  now  leads  the  world  m  sulphur  production,  and  everytl 
which  contributes  to  assist  the  development  of  this  industry  is  < of  importance  to 
Nation.  The  Louisiana  field  produced  over  500,000  tons  m  1913  and  over  700 
tons  in  1912 — an  average  for  the  two  years  of  600,000  tons,  sufficient  to  load  200  si 

°^The  Freeport  field,  being  more  extensive  and  just  beginning  its  substantial  pro( 
tion  will  originate  enormous  outbound  tonnage,  increasing  year  by  year  an 
expected  in  time  to  equal  the  Louisiana  production;  hence,  deep  water  in  the  F 
port  Channel  to  carry  this  tonnage  is  a  commercial  necessity,  and  will  assist  m  m 
taining  American  supremacy  in  sulphur  production,  which  until  lately  was  enjc 

k^Large  quantities  of  sulphur  which  should  have  been  handled  bv  ships  ha\e  1 
forwarded  at  greater  expense  by  rail  on  account  of  inadequate  water,  and  if  comp* 
to  ship  sulphur  by  rail  to  other  ports  to  load  vessels,  the  rail  haul  is  a  comp  e  e 

while  the  steamer  rate  is  invariably  greater.  .  . 

On  of  the  largest  uses  to  which  sulphur  is  put  is  m  the  process  of  manufacfeu 
wood-pulp  paper.  The  Great  Northern  Paper  Co.,  one  of  the  largest  manufacti 
of  paper  has  made  arrangements  for  the  distribution  of  its  products  to  the  newspa 
of  Pthe  Southwest  and  interior,  through  Freeport,  contracting  many  thousanc 
tons  with  the  Seaboard  &  Gulf  Steamship  Co.  This  paper  company  operates  its 
steamers  carrying  paper  from  its  mills  in  New  England  to  the  eastern  seaboard. 
St  It^re^resenStiv es  s^y  that  it  will  be  an  obvious  economy 

to  Freeport  with  paper  for  the  southern  trade  and  return  loaded  with  sulphl 
d  elivery  to  the  mills,  and  that  with  deeper  water  this  will  likely  become  an  actu< 

but  it  can  not  be  considered  under  existing  conditions. 

We  can  not  now  load  boats  entering  here  with  full  cargoes.  Captains  say  that 
tons  sulphur  will  load  these  boats  to  21  feet  or  deeper.  The  ships  now  entering 
are  comparatively  lighter  draft,  necessarily,  and  those  of  deeper  draft  will  serv< 
port  when  profitable  to  enter;  25  feet  of  water  will  be  needed  to  take  out  full  carg 
sulphur  and  permit  the  entry  of  ships  with  full  cargoes  of  commercial  tonnage. 


COTTON. 


The  opportunity  to  accumulate  cotton  for  shipment  fiom  Freeport  is  ev  d 
glance  at  the  map  of  Texas  will  show  that  a  very  large  share  < of  the  ■ cotton-prod 
territory  can  use  the  Brazos  from  Waco  as  a  means  of  transportation  to  the  port,  £ 

it  a  strong  advantage.  .  ritv  Tpy  am 

The  rail  rate  to  Freeport  is  the  same  as  to  Galveston  or  Texas  City,  lex.,  a 

tiguous  cotton  States  need  an  increase  of  facilities  to  handle  their  cotton. 

Freeport  is  an  ideal  location  with  its  inland  water  navigation  (BiazosR 
intercoastal  canal)  and  railroad  service  as  well.  While  at  prese the  Ml 
Kansas  &  Texas  Railroad  Co.,  operating  through  the  Houston  &  Brazos  Valle 
its  terminals  here,  the  increased  business  of  this  port  will  force  added  radroadfaci 
Freeport  is  only  a  short  distance  from  the  following  railroads  Southern dPac , 
Fe  St  Louis  Brownsville  &  Mexico,  and  the  International  &  Great  Norther) 
protection  of  their  interests  all  of  these  roads  will  necessarily  extend  to  Freeport 
deep  water  is  provided,  and,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  will  be  forced  to  Freeport  on  ac 

of  the  northbound  all-rail  shipments  of  sulphur.  ^ 

All  the  railroads  are  in  accord  in  the  position  that  with  deep  water  at  Freepo 
receive  its  full  share  of  cotton  shipments,  due  to  free  wharfage  and  eonseque 
cost  of  doing  business  through  this  port. 


CUBAN  SUGARS  AND  MOLASSES. 


One  of  the  largest  sugar  dealers  m  the  country  controlling  ('nban  plantat 
completed  arrangements  to  supply  molasses  and  raw  sugar  in  great  qnantity  pre 
through  this  port,  to  the  Imperial  Refinery  at  Sugarland  producing  1  500  ba, 
sugar  daily.  An  adjunct  to  their  business  requires  millions  of  gallons  of  m 
annually,  and  they  have  arranged  for  storage  tanks  at  Freeport  to  receive  th  s 
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lities>a  an^  ^*c0’  and  the  volume  of  business  will  depend  upon  the  port 

1  substantiation  of  the  above  statement,  we  quote  letter  received  bv  Mr.  Davis 
istnal  commissioner,  from  Mr.  W.  T.  Eldridge,  president  of  the  Imperial  Sugar 
nery,  bugarland,  Tex.,  as  follows:  6 

J  a1nl  muchinterested  in  what  you  write  regarding  the  deep-water  hearing  of  the 
ted  States  Engineer  Department  for  June  23,  and  sincerely  trust  their  conclusions 
be  to  proceed  with  this  most  important  and  much  needed  improvement.  As  vou 

r;In,tanlruidy  f°r  buildil?g  of  a  large  storage  tank  for  molasses 

i  non°  t  n°  enable  us  to  discharge  large  tank  steamers  from  Cuba  carrying  about 
galbms  °5  more  each  of  molasses,  which  we  will  reship  in  tank  cars  from 
po  t  north,  and  would  like  also  to  be  able  to  discharge  our  cargoes  of  raw  sugars 

ldisrper  month1  C°me  t0  llS  re£Ldaidy  from  Cuba  at  the  rate  of  about  15,000,000 

fhe  port  needs  of  the  Gulf  coast  are  so  important  and  would  be  of  so  much  benefit 
e  territory  that  could  be  served  through  Freeport  that  favorable  immediate  con¬ 
ation  and  action  on  this  matter  would  be  very  gratifying  to  me. 

“W.  T.  Eldridge.” 

WAITING  INDUSTRIES. 

“portent  element  in  the  manufacture  of  powder 
enrMd  Du-?onide  Mours  Powder  Co.,  the  largest  manufacturers  of  powder  in 
Z?»JrilC?h“der  Freeport  af  ch?et  d'stributing  base,  but  their  decision  was 
d«l  ^Urani=e  C0U  ?  be  gl.ve.n  aiem  that  truly  deep  water  would  be 

,m  the  Zle  ,tb  T  rWlr,e,mfts’  consisting  of  cargoes  of  nitrates  which  are  brought 
SnlnZf  y  i  0f  iSoi  w  Amerlca’  tonnage  of  which  would  be  an  important 

for  a"a  nltmteS  aCCUD“Uted  there  mak6S  an  ideal 

ereetion  of  a  iarge  warehoMe- 

Mack  of  deep  water  deterred  the  Jones  &  Laughlin  Co.,  of  Pittsburgh,  one  of 
rrgest  manufacturers  of  structural  iron  and  steel  in  the  United  States  from  a 

oSttehrfStX  °f  freTl  aS  a  lo-ation’  their  Primary  investigation 
pnt  thi  t  wfter  dePtb  noY  existing  at  Freeport  did  not  offer  them 

ent  depth  to  justify  the  location  of  a  plant  there. 

l^?rdUCti(?n  °f  ®ulPbPr  at  Freeport,  being  at  a  point  where  ships  and  rails  meet 
ih^  ip  mrU  £ombmatl?P t0  the  large  fertilizer  works  of  this  country  to  locate  there! 
t  1  ftiJn steamship  or  schooner,  would  be  laid  down,  with  the  elimination 
itAo-p1’  p  nt  wb(fe  sulphuric  acid  could  be  manufactured,  with  the  same 

S  ur  n0  rai1  hapl  °n  sulPhur'  The  growing  demand  for  fertilizers  is 

g  e  fertilizer  companies  to  seek  bases  at  advantageous  points;  considering 
^  seaport  and  sulphur  production,  certainly  no  location  in  the  United 
can  equal  Freeport  m  advantages  for  this  industry. 

hPvTpd  C°al  C?F  the  largest  coal  company  in  the  United  States,  say 

ey  need  such,  a  base  as  Freeport  as  a  coal-distributing  point,  and  could  load 

returning  boats  with  Texas  ore.  The  Santa  Fe  has  ore  docks  at  Port  Bolivar 
mqrU?  ade(Tlate  for  handling  coal;  hence  their  vessels  delivering  coal  to  Free- 
ould  take  up  return  cargos  of  ore  at  Bolivar,  the  subject  matter  of  which  has 
discussion  the  lack  of  water  standing  in  the  way  of  the  consummation  of 
plam  Freeport  is  as  near  the  great  iron-ore  beds  of  Texas  as  is  Port  Bolivar 
much  nearer  the  immense  deposits  of  Llano  County,  which  so  far  are  unde- 

NATURAL  ADVANTAGES. 

MfftwL0?' T  a  iandi°ck,ed’  *afe  harbor,  with  secure  anchorage  for  the 
Uehanne  contemplated  under  the  survey,  the  only  land-locked  harbor 
aiuately  contiguous  to  the  deep  water  of  the  Gulf. 

DEMAND  MORE  THAN  STATE  WIDE. 

p1?  m  the  dev+el0pment  of  Freeport  Harbor  is  in  no  sense  a  local  matter, 
ea  to  the  papers  transmitted  m  support  of  the  demand,  or  tendered  now  are 

if10Tp^rf  vf  ,thcmcreased  depth  of  water  from  many  localities  and  cities— not 
t  iexas,  but  Oklahoma,  Kansas,  and  Missouri  as  well.  They  urge  the  con¬ 
i’  tterritTr0VementS  ^  ha™g  &  beneficial  effect  ™Pon  the  business  interests  of 
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f  These  requests  OH^mcOta 

(Tex.)  Board  of  Trade,  Borne ,Tex  .,KetaU«a  rce  Le  Gainesvf 

Tex.;  Longview,  Tex.,  Victoria  iex.,  r  V  T  .  GreenviHe,  Tex.;  Lubbot 
Tex.;  Beaumont,  Tex.;  Marsha  ,  Council  Grove,  Kans.;  F 

SsSi'h  ESSUfqL  affirm *K 


BRAZOS  RIVER  AND  INTERCOASTAL  CANAL. 


STrx&'ffLd  im .fe-s, riS-VKSitara 

esirr::“  S£f . . «»  ™ 

improvement  at  the  mouth  j  {  Freeport  to  Waco,  giving  an  imm( 

In  making  the  Brazos  J T^.th  a  e reat  acreage  of  the  most  fertile  cotton,  corn, 
inland  wab?rw£^  be  made  more  valuable  for  agricultural  purpc 

sugar  land  m  the  Umted  btates  destiny,  some  parts  being  wholly  un 

including  large  areas  of  the  best 

“Unbound  freight  a  deep-water  harbor^at 

vast  service  upon  interior  shipmen  top  there  as  inbound  freigh 

city  of  Waco  The  S^ke  raii  and  distribution  would  be  made  by! 

points  beyond  Waco  will  there  taKe  i  >  Rra/os  and  Waco  for  shipmer! 

From  various  points  between  return  with  products  of  the  t\ 

interior  points.  Boats  carrying  th  foreim  shipment  thus  providing  the  gre: 

to  the  port  at  the  mouth  tor  coastw  s  °  P.  gkipments.  This  wouli 

economy  in  ‘^"‘^^"anal  which  intersect  thf  BraFos  River  in  the  Fret 
true  also  of  the  m tocoa  ta  uiidi  wh  navigable  streams  intersected,  is  a 

Channel,  and  which b  wjthite town ^^ndnav^fely^  a  ^  point  ior 

tected  waterway  for  800  miles-  P  gelg  t0  gmalier  craft,  and  the  reverse,  u 

centration  and  transfer  from  sea^o  g  intercoastal  canal  east  and  west, 

ing  the  Brazos  River  north  and  south  prominent  shippers  fror 

The  importance  of  this  development  S  insufficient  depth  of  water  a 

principal  cities  of  Texas  who,  fadlitieg  for 

mouth  of  the  Brazos,  and  wffio,  r  iLJvino-  the  Seaboard  &  Gulf  Steamship  C 
ping  and  a  competitive  harbor,  are  the  stockhc 

its  use  of  this  port,  as  will  be  seen  ented  for  thisFvork  being  undertaki 

thereof.  No  stronger  argument  can the  w ork s  of  these  highly  repreC 

FheeGs°oVlidn  aFd  c"ative  business  men  representing  the  commercial  mtere, 
ana^lTstrlam  is  the  solution  of  excessive  freight  rates,  acting 

aUTheBrazosRiver*flowsthroughoneof  theniostfertU^sectmns^of  theStahi^Tht 

12  counties  along  the  Brazos  in  the  iqin  of  318  809  living  in  a  territor} 

way.  These  counties  had  a fTSSSe’rf  ti£ ffouptoi  376,320acres,  supp 
prising  9,923  square  miles .  The tote! ^acreage «  ^S^nd,  valued  at  $156,21 

at  present  41,287  farms  on  2,315,  cotton  yielding  547,921  bales,  ar 

In  1912,  1,072,538  a“f  in  th is  zone  ilat  kast  MOj’ooS  bales,  valued  at  $30  0C 
average  yield  of  cotton  m  ^on  contiguous  to  the  river  between  Fr 
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BENEFICIAL  EFFECT  ON  FREIGHT  RATES. 

^questionably  the  best  interests  of  the  public  are  served  by  encouragement  of 
existing  steamship  lines  and  establishment  of  new  ones.  Perhaps  the  most  con- 
mous  instance  of  this  is  shown  in  the  prompt  effect  of  the  establishment  of  a  new 
!  of  steamers  from  New  York  to  Texas  City  in  1906,  breaking  up  the  rate  agree- 
it  that  had  existed  between  the  old  lines  between  New  York  and  Galveston. 
Dr  to  this  time  this  rate  was  the  highest  that  was  ever  in  effect,  notwithstanding 
fact  that  the  deepening  of  the  Galveston  Harbor  had  been  going  on  continuously, 
at  that  date  the  depth  was  about  30  feet,  apparently  providing  adequate  draft 
facilities  for  all  purposes  and  users  in  that  neighborhood.  With  the  completion 
he  line  to  Texas  City  the  rates  were  reduced  on  an  average  of  51^  per  cent,  and 
volume  of  business  increased  300  per  cent.  During  1911  the  rates  were  slightly 
anced,  b*  ing  an  increase  of  about  10  per  cent  over  the  previous  year,  but  still  far 
,dw  the  old  basis.  This  statement  is  from  the  report  for  1911  of  Maj .  Howell,  United 
;es  district  engineer,  then  in  charge  of  this  district. 

reeport,  with  no  dock  or  wharf  charges,  makes  it  possible  for  any  steamship  com- 
y  to  own  its  docks  on  donated  water  frontage,  being  forever  free  from  charges,  and 
3  guaranteeing  the  greatest  possible  economy  of  operation.  Rates  from  the  East 
'’reeport  are  now  substantially  below  (about  20  per  cent)  the  ruling  charges  to 
)r  Texas  ports,  accounting  for  the  fact  that  vessels  of  the  line  running  here  are 
ying  full  cargoes  with  a  waiting  freight  list,  while  other  lines  are  having  difficulty* 
Dcuring  tonnage.  The  line  is  exclusively  a  New  York-Freeport  line,  with  regular 
(ng  dates. 

PRESENT  BURDEN  ON  OIL  DELIVERIES. 

nder  the  existing  depths,  oil  tank  steamers  are  unable  to  enter  the  Freeport  chan- 
necessitating  discharge  of  cargo  at  other  coast  points,  reloading  into  barges  and 
ng  to  Freeport,  involving  an  additional  charge  of  7  to  10  cents  per  barrel, 
il  companies  tell  us  their  smallest  tank  steamers  require  20  to  21  feet.  The  demand 
uel  oil  at  Freepoit  is  large  and  increasing  rapidly.  The  present  local  consumption 
,)out  800  barrels  daily,  and  by  September  1  will  be  1,750  to  2.000  barrels  per  day. 
nty-four  thousand  tons  have  been  received  at  this  port,  nearly  all  of  it  within  the 
year,  and  by  the  fall  of  1914  the  requirements  will  be  more  than  doubled,  account 
ands  of  the  sulphur  industry  alone  for  fuel  oil. 

le  Freeport  &  Mexican  Fuel  Oil  Corporation,  extensive  producers  in  the  Mexican 
ields,  have  erected  oil  storage  at  Freeport  Channel,  but  the  existing  depth  is 
ing  it  impractical  to  use  or  extend  these.  They  will  make  Freeport  an  important 
ating  base  whenever  an  approximate  25  feet  of  depth  is  provided.  Letter  from 
company  addressed  to  Col.  Lansing  H.  Beach,  dated  June  17,  1914,  offering 
900  barrels  of  oil  per  annum  to  this  port  when  deep  water  is  provided,  has  been  filed 
i  you. 

16  Transcontinental  Oil  Co.,  considering  Freeport  as  a  distributing  base,  sus- 
lied  negotiations  when  depth  became  known. 

GOVERNMENT  PIPE  LINE  AND  REFINERY. 

It  the  request  of  the  commission  appointed  by  the  Government  for  the  purpose, 
*port  has  made  proposal  to  be  considered  as  the  terminus  of  a  Government-owned 
•ipe  line  from  Oklahoma  to  the  Gulf,  where  a  naval  fuel  oil  base  may  be  installed, 
hile  able  to  offer  ample  acreage  and  desirable  sites  in  all  other  respects,  the  oppor- 
U  will  be  lost  to  the  Government  if  proper  water  depth  is  not  provided. 

FREE  WHARFAGE. 

Freeport,  the  way  is  now  open  to  any  steamship  company  or  industry  which  can 
e  a  proper  showing  of  earnestness  and  merit  to  receive  title  without  cost  to  suf- 
cnt  water  frontage  and  adjacent  land  to  serve  it. 

•iis  feature  will  become  of  active  interest  whenever  deep  water  is  assured,  and 
bring  prompt  and  substantial  additional  development  to  be  served  by  the  port. 

Iiere  is  a  great  demand  on  the  part  of  shippers  for  adequate  service  through  a  free 
.  granting  relief  to  burdensome  port  and  dock  charges,  which,  in  a  good  many 
Rican  ports,  accrue  to  the  benefit  of  privately  owned  wharves,  and  imposing  a. 
T  burden  upon  incoming  and  outgoing  commerce.  Freeport  offers  immunity' 
|i  this  burden.  ' 

H.  Doc.  1469,  63-3 - 3 
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COMPARATIVELY  SMALL  EXPENSE  OF  SECURING  DEEP  WATER  AT  FREEPORT. 

The  amount  which  we  understand  is  necessary  to  provide  25  feet  depth  in  th 
Brazos  Channel  from  the  Gulf  to  Freeport  is  $500,000,  of  which  $200,000  is  for  coi 
jitruction  of  a  dredge  and  $300,000  for  the  expense  of  dredging.  The  dredge  bem 
available  for  use  at  any  point  in  the  district,  the  true  figure  to  consider  for  the  pr< 
vision  of  25  feet  of  water  is  $300,000,  giving  25  feet  depth  of  water  for  4  miles  abo\ 
the  mouth  of  the  jetties.  Four  miles  of  deep  water  m  the  river  gives  8  miles  of  wha 
frontage.  River  development  has  the  advantage  over  coast  development  in  that : 
furnishes  wharf  frontage  on  each  side,  as  opposed  to  the  single  coast  line— and  has  th 

further  advantage  of  being  fully  protected. 

One  mile  of  river  development  is  thus  equal  to  2  miles  of  coast-line  developmen 
measured  by  dock  space,  and  so  gives  a  maximum  economy. 

The  original  estimate  on  the  1886  project  for  25  feet  of  water  at  Galveston  ws 
$7  000  000  and  the  actual  amount  expended  under  this  project  at  the  time  26  feet  < 
water  was  provided  in  1900  was  $7,041,684.42,  of  which  $97,687.85  was  for  maintenance 
The  storm  of  September  8,  1900,  damaged  the  jetties  seriously,  and  a  body  of  eng 
neering  officers  estimated  the  cost  of  repairing  at  $1,500,000  Appropriations  und 
this  estimate  commenced  June  13,  1902,  and  work  was  completed  m  1906,  $1,200,01 
beino'  appropriated,  making  the  cost  of  provision  of  26  feet  at  Galveston— irrespectu 
of  maintenance— over  $8,000,000  ($8,143,996.57).  This  for  the  harbor  only. 


Amount  so  far  appropriated  for  Houston  Ship  Channel 

Aransas  Pass . 

Harbor  Island . - . 


$2,  878,  750.  00 
375,  000.  00 


$3,  777,  766. ! 


Total  Aransas  Pass  project . . . . . . . 

Total  appropriation  Sabine  Pass  project,  intended  to 

provide  25  feet . - . 

Total  appropriation  mouth  of  Brazos  to  date . 

Estimate  to  provide  25  feet . 


721,  250.  00 
500,  000.  00 


3,  253,  750. 
5,  476,  058. 


Total  to  complete  25  feet  mouth  of  Brazos 


1,  221,  250. 


JETTIES. 


The  jetties  are  built,  the  northeast  jetty  being  4,708  feet  m  length  and  the  soul 
west  jetty  being  5,018  feet,  a  total  of  9,726  feet;  but  this  improvement  is  not  yieldi 
to  the  Government  and  to  commerce  anything  more  than  a  small  proportion  of  t 
benefits  which  will  come  with  complete  improvement.  The  substantial  mvestmc 
already  made  includes  the  jetties,  which,  we  are  informed,  would  cost  to  duplic; 
approximately  one  and  one-half  million  dollars,  and  they  are  now  largely  idle  a 
unproductive  compared  to  their  possibilities,  certain  of  realization,  if  deep  water 
provided  between  them.  It  requires  but  a  small  additional  sum  compared  to  amoui 
expended  at  other  ports  to  make  them  fully  effective  in  securing  deep  water,  a 
result  in  full  use  and  full  benefit  to  both  the  United  States  Government  for  a,  harl 
of  safe  refuge  for  naval  vessels  and  to  the  great  shipping  interests  involved.  1 
basic  work  is  completed;  the  finishing  touches  are  all  that  is  needed. 


SUPPLEMENT. 

Col.  Lansing  H.  Beach, 

Division  Enqineer,  Corps  of  Enqineers,  United  states  Army, 

Baltimore,  Md. 

Dear  Sir:  At  the  hearing  held  at  Freeport  June  23,  1914,  you  requested  us 
tsxtend  the  information  then  submitted  so  as  to  show. at  what  cost  tonnage  could, 
barged  between  Freeport  and  Galveston,  utilizing  the  intercoastal  canal  lor  fioatatij 
and  to  give  any  further  data  bearing  upon  the  matter  of  deep  water  at  hreeport. 

The  only  exact  information  upon  cost  of  barging  is  the  existing  charge  for  i 
service,  there  now  being  some  traffic  upon  this  waterway  between  the  two  points,  < 
established  rates  are  in  effect  applied  by  the  carriers.  The  minimum  rate  is  15  c( 
per  100  pounds,  or  $3  per  ton.  We  are  fulty  conscious  of  the  fact  that  the  hign  r< 
now  prevailing  would  be  greatly  lessened  with  the  increased  volume  of  business : 
improvement  of  canal  facilities,  but  whatever  the  cost  would  be  it  would  become, 
added  burden  and  cost  upon  Freeport’s  commerce.  Galveston  being  the  nea 
port  the  charges  to  the  more  distant  ports  would  be  greater.  The  intercoastal  cat 
is  intended  to  provide  a  depth  of  5  feet;  but  even  if  deepened  greatly  and  m 
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ble  as  an  inland  waterway  it  can  not  be  made  to  serve  the  needs  of  commerce 
ned  to  or  from  Freeport. 

e  cost  of  providing  an  ample  barge  canal  from  Freeport  to  Galveston  by  widening 
deepening  the  intercoastal  canal  would  greatly  exceed  the  amount* needed  to 
fi  the  Freeport  project  and  would  amount  to  paying  a  premium  to  close  the  onlv 
port  on  the  Gulf. 

ditionally  to  the  barge  freight  cost,  which  is  prohibitive,  and  unnecessary,  the 
port  commerce  taken  to  or  from  Galveston  would  be  subjected  to  the  wharfage 
port  charges  there,  while  the  ocean  charges  would  be  greater  than  is  charged  to 
un  Freeport.  Any  cost  by  reason  of  intercoastal  canal  mo\rement  between  Free- 
and  Galveston  is  an  added  cost,  completely  avoidable,  by  reason  of  the  fact 
steamer  rates  to  Freeport  could  never  be  greater  than  to  Galveston  and,  in  fact, 
ow  much  lower,  due  to  the  fact  that  Freeport  is  not  burdened  with  the  heavy 
f  and  dock  charges  exacted  at  Galveston. 

ismuch  as  it  is  impossible  to  state  with  exactness  in  dollars  and  cents  the  ultimate 
>f  barging  with  additional  handlings,  etc.,  if  reduced  to  a  formula,  would  be  as 
fs:  Steamship  freight,  plus  barge  charge,  plus  cost  of  two  handlings,  plus  addi- 
1  insurance  charges,  plus  wharf  and  dock  and  port  charges  at  Galveston, 
ese  plus  charges  are  obviously  an  unnecessary  burden;  the  element  of  delayed 
it  via  the  canal  would  render  the  use  of  Freeport  impracticable. 

I  stated  in  our  principal  argument,  the  steamship  companies  operatic  g  to  this  port 
labled  to  make  the  lower  rates  solely  by  reason  of  the  fact  that  Freeport  is  abso- 
r  free  from  all  the  various  dock  and  wharfage  charges  made  at  other  ports, 
phur,  an  immense  tonnage  originating  at  this  port,  being  produced  here,  would 
ebjected  to  prohibitive  burdens  if  compelled  to  sustain  charges  as  above  stated, 
varded  in  vessels  from  Freeport  it  would  not  be  subject  to  such  burden,  and  if 
l  to  pay  wharf  and  port  and  dock  charges  at  Galveston,  the  industry  would  be 
sly  and  unnecessarily  hampered.  This  is  a  concrete  example  which  mav  be 
»d  to  all  other  tonnage. 

;  annual  saving  by  reason  of  a  free  port,  as  applied  to  the  commerce  of  Texas, 
far  in  excess  of  at  least  five  times  the  cost  of  providing  25  feet  of  water  here,’ 
500,000,  of  which  8200,000  is  for  a  dredge  available  for  use  at  any  point  in  this 
‘t  and  which, _  as  stated  by  Gol.  C.  S.  Riche,  district  United  States  engineer  in 
?  of  this  district,  is  absolutely  necessary,  regardless  of  its  use  in  providing  deep 
at  Freeport.  Truly,  this  reduces  the  actual  cost  for  the  Freeport  improvement 
0,000.  If  the  intercoastal  canal  is  made  the  reliance  for  the  commerce  of  this 
i,  the  advantage  of  Freeport  with  no  wharfage  charges  would  be  lost.  The  cor¬ 
ding  charges  on  both  incoming  and  outgoing  freight  would  be  about  20  per  cent 
onal  over  existing  tariff  to  Freeport.  The  testimony  shows  a  saving  to  shippers 
iirough  them,  to  the  public  of  this  approximate  percentage,  as  appears  with  par- 
O's  in  the  records  of  the  hearing. 

I  insurance  of  the  cargoes  on  these  small  vessels  would  be  high  and  a  distinct 
iDn,  as  full  cargoes  are  insured  to  or  from  Freeport  as  economically  as  to  Galveston 
hazards  of  transit  would  be  multiplied. 

1  advantage  of  a  competitive  port  would  be  lost  to  the  public,  which  we  submit 
■tied  to  and  is  earnestly  urging  the  maintenance  and  improvement  of  Freeport. 

*  would  be  great  delay  in  handling  the  freight  as  opposed  to  the  direct  and  whole- 
Itndling  by  ships  discharging  or  receiving  cargoes  at  Freeport. 

B'Port  offers  to  commerce  a  free  port,  where  the  business  of  a  vast  region  can  be 
U3d  and  discharged  on  an  absolutely  free  basis.  To  require  it  to  forego  this  aclvan- 
>  id  force  its  traffic  through  Galveston,  a  port  burdened  with  heavy  dock  and 
acharges,  going  into  the  pockets  of  a  private  wharf  company,  would  manifestlv 
i  reat  injustice  to  commerce. 

PPt  Freeport,  there  is  no  free  port  upon  the  Gulf  coast  nor,  so  far  as  we  know, 

She  Atlantic  coast,  except  in  the  case  of  New  London,  Conn.  The  Connecticut 
ure  has  seen  to  it  that  its  State  has  this  strong  commercial  advantage, 
b amount  of  saving  to  the  public  by  the  use  of  a  free  port  is  enormous,  and  to  the 
®Tce  of  Texas  and  the  adjoining  States  would  equal  the  total  gross  revenue  col- 
e'by  the  Galveston  A  harf  Co.,  and  at  all  other  ports  in  Texas.  To  force  the  Free- 
■  nnage  through  Galveston  by  means  of  the  present  or  increased  canal  facilities 
1,be  augmenting  the  revenue  of  the  Galveston  Wharf  Co.  and  defeat  the  efforts  of 
F  ow  strivm g  to  provide  a  truly  free  port,  exempt  from  dock  and  wharf  charges. 

name  Ireeport  ’  is  derived  from  the  announced  and  well-known  policy  of 
Oable  men,  whose  aim  it  is  to  develop  free  entry  and  exit  for  all  commerce  at 
Jrt,  and  exactly  describes  its  aims  and  purposes. 

^  believe  it  will  be  the  purpose  of  this  Government  to  destroy  these  en- 

W  ky  forcing  the  commerce  through  the  port  of  Galveston  on  the  one  hand  and 
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on  the  other  hand  to  augment  the  revenues  of  a  private  corporation  which  permits  , 

C°In1tid8eConn>ectimi  we^beg'to^c^your^a^t^ition'to  a  statement  made  before  you 
thp  hearing  by  Mr  E  G.  Warfield,  vice  president  and  general  manager  oi  the  Seaboa 
WuH  Stelmshin'Co  giving  specific  figures  as  to  the  charges  imposed  upon  his  line 
&  Gulf  nm  Freen  Lf  because of  insufficient  depth  of  water,  thus  compel!] 

Shows  what  port  and  dock  charges  reMiy^  Qf  merchandise  it  is  required  to  pay  1 

^p  ™ithmmd  cargo  as  well,  or  $1,600  m  total  to  permit  a  3,000-ton  cargo  to  be  i, 
loaded  over  the  Galveston  wharves  and  take  on  an  equal  amount  sis  ret ,1,'TI  (_ 
l0EveryTent  of  this  is  saved  at  Freeport  and  shows 

s  5-f4  '*  >-3 

At ^^the  hearing  were  present  many  representative  shippers  and  merchant! 

SS  S Sfess  sartsd 

deepen  the  existing  channel. 

Yours,  very  truly,  Freeport  Commerce  Leagu 


Resolutions. 

,  Mn,„tin„c  <sn Emitted  bv  the  Freeport  Commerce  League,  Freeport,' 
[The  following  are  copies  of  resolutions fSubmitt  JunPe  »,  1914.]  | 

Resolutions  adopted  by  the  San  Angelo  Chamber  of  Commerce  at  a  meeting  1 

WhereaTh^is^ii  Acknowledged  fact  that  the  entire  State  of  Texas  will  be  bend 

work  outlined  above.  w  ^  Hemphill,  Preside 

Thos.  F.  Owen,  Secretary 


RESOLUTIONS  PASSED  BY  THE  RETAIL  MERCHANTS  SECRETARIES’  ASSOCIA1 


Whereas  we  believe  if  the  result  is  accomplished  it  will  add  another  port  to  our  -  j 
and 


BRAZOS  RIVER,  MOUTH  TO  FREEPORT,  TEX. 


37 


breas  we  believe  that  the  opening  of  new  ports  on  our  coast  will  insure  to  the  com- 
lercial,  industrial,  and  agricultural  interests  of  the  entire  State  of  Texas:  There- 
re  be  it 

tesolved,  That  the  Retail  Merchants  Secretaries’  Association,  in  regular  session 
mbled,  approve  and  encourage  this  work,  and  it  indulges  in  the  hope  that  it  will 
peedily  accomplished. 

2  it  further  resolved ,  That  the  secretaries  transmit  copies  of  this  resolution  to  our 
resentatives  in  Congress. 


ae  Paris  (Tex.)  Board  of  Trade  on  September  5,  1913,  adopted  resolutions  as  fol- 

i: 

■reas  it  just  come  to  our  knowledge  that  Congress  has  ordered  a  survey  of  the 
iouth  of  the  Brazos  River,  looking  to  procuring  a  depth  of  25  feet  in  its  channel 
>m  Freeport,  Tex.,  to  its  mouth;  and 

i-reas  this  result  when  accomplished  will  be  the  establishment  of  a  great  free  port 
.  our  coast;  and 

reas  the  entire  State  and  every  commercial  and  agricultural  interest  therein  will 
vastly  benefited  by  the  creation  of  this  competitive  port:  Therefore  be  it 
solved ,  That  the  Paris  Board  of  Trade  indorse,  encourage,  and  freely  approve  this 
e,  and  express  its  sincere  wish  that  the  work  may  be  done  as  speedily  as  possible; 

1  it  further  resolved ,  That  our  Senators  and  Representatives  at  Washington  be 
1  to  render  all  aid  possible  to  this  enterprise,  which  so  richly  deserves  the  support 
ery  section  of  our  State. 

ids  is  to  certify  that  the  above  and  foregoing  is  a  true  and  correct  copy  of  a  resolu- 
unanimously  adopted  by  the  Paris  Board  of  Trade  at  a  meeting  held  September  5, 
at  Paris,  Tex. 

S.  W.  Williams,  President. 

E.  R.  Boler,  Secretary. 


solutions  adopted  by  the  Bowie  Chamber  of  Commerce  at  a  meeting  held  in  its 
quarters  November  15,  1913. 

reas  it  is  an  acknowledged  fact  that  the  entire  State  of  Texas  will  be  benefited  by 
irge  number  of  ports  of  entry;  and 

reas  Congress  at  its  last  session  made  an  appropriation  for  a  survey  at  the  mouth 
the  Brazos  River,  with  the  view  of  procuring  a  depth  of  25  feet  of  water:  There- 
e  be  it 

wived ,  That  we  express  our  confident  belief  that  an  appropriation  by  Congress 
ufficient  amount  of  money  to  deepen  the  Brazos  River  to  a  depth  of  25  feet  from 
outh  to  the  town  of  Freeport  will  redound  not  only  to  the  interest  of  the  territory 
fguous  to  the  Brazos  River  but  to  all  Texas,  and  we  express  the  conviction  that 
lipping  interests  throughout  the  entire  South  will  be  greatly  benefited  by  com- 
dve  ports  on  the  Gulf  coast  which  will  afford  larger  and  more  economic  facilities 
•commodate  the  outgoing  and  incoming  business,  by  making  this  particular 
ocked  harbor  available. 

voiced  further ,  That  we  urge  our  Representatives  in  Congress  to  lend  their  earnest 
)irt  to  any  measure  looking  to  securing  an  appropriation  sufficient  to  insure  this 
irtant  work  outlined  above. 

C.  T.  Boedeker,  President. 

tO.  L.  Williams,  Secretary. 

following  is  a  copy  of  a  clipping  also  submitted  with  the  foregoing  document: 

DEEP  WATER  AT  MOUTH  OF  BRAZOS. 

ieving  that  what  interests  and  aids  one  section  of  Texas  is  essential  to  the  progress 
3  entire  State,  a  resolution  was  adopted  at  a  called  meeting  of  the  board  of 
nrs  of  the  Retail  Merchants’  Association  of  Texas  in  Fort  Worth,  November  25, 
S  the  adoption  of  measures  to  obtain  deep  water  at  the  mouth  of  the  Brazos 
••  The  resolution  in  full  follows: 

3as  Congress  has  ordered  a  survey  of  the  mouth  of  the  Brazos  River  looking  to 
curing  a  depth  of  25  feet  in  the  channel  from  its  mouth  to  the  towns  of  Free- 
t  and  Velasco;  and 

3as  we  believe  if  this  result  is  accomplished  it  will  add  another  important  port 
tour  coast;  and 
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Whereas  we  believe  that  the  opening  of  more  ports  on  our  coast  will  insure  to  the  coi 
mercial,  industrial,  and  agricultural  interests  of  the  State  of  Texas  a  further  pr< 
perity:  Therefore  be  it 

Resolved  That  the  board  of  directors  of  the  retail  merchants  association,  in  regu 
session  assembled,  do  approve  and  wish  to  encourage  this  work  and  hope  that  it  w 

be  speedily  accomplished.  -  ,  , 

Be  it  further  resolved,  That  the  secretary  of  this  association  be  and  is  hereby  : 

structed  to  transmit  copies  of  this  resolution  to  the  Texas  Representatives  m  Conpe 

x  HIL  x?  .  MYERS,  s^TCSXClCTli, 

W.  J.  Edgecombe,  Secretary 


RESOLUTION  OF  THE  COUNCIL  GROVE  COMMERCIAL  CLUB. 


Whereas  the  feasibility  and  desirability  of  a  deep-water  port  at  the  mouth  of  i 
Brazos  River,  Texas,  has  long  been  recognized  by  the  agricultural  commerc 
industrial,  and  shipping  interests  of  Texas,  and  the  southwest  tributary  temfi 
west  of  the  Mississippi  and  east  of  the  Rocky  Mountains,  and 
Whereas  the  work  of  developing  this  port  in  the  past  has  been  greatly  hampered  i 
retarded  by  the  lack  of  funds  appropriated  by  Congress  to  carry  on  the  work  necess 
to  secure  a  permanent  depth  of  water  that  will  enable  seagoing  vessels  of  sumci 
draft  to  enter  this  port  and  accommodate  the  commerce  that  can  be  handled  throi 

it  *  Riid 

Whereas  we  are  advised  that  the  Sixty-second  Congress  has  ordered  a  survey  of 
Brazos  River  from  its  mouth  to  Freeport  with  a  view  of  procuring  a  uniform  de 
of  25  feet  of  water,  which  if  attained  will  permit  of  the  development  of  this  p 
and  the  location  of  suitable  terminal  facilities  desiring  to  make  use  thereof,  then 
greatly  benefiting  the  commerce  of  the  southwest  country ;  and 
Whereas  with  the  opening  of  the  Panama  Canal  the  need  of  additional  deep-w, 
ports  on  the  Texas  Gulf  coast  is  imperative  for  the  future  development  of 
States  in  the  southwest  country,  as  well  as  the  commercial  advancement  of  the  wl 

Whereas  the  mouth  of  the  Brazos  is  logically  destined  to  become  one  of  these  i 
seaports  and  one  of  ultimate  great  importance  because  of  the  tonnage  that  cai 
moved  through  it  and  because  of  its  great  natural  advantages;  and 
Whereas  the  need  of  competitive  ports  on  the  Gulf  of  Mexico  is  of  vital  interest 
benefit  to  the  people  of  all  the  southwest  country  because  competitive  ports  ar 
necessary  as  competing  railway  lines  in  the  saving  to  the  commercial  mtei 
and  consumers  in  freight  rates:  Therefore  be  it 

Resolved ,  That  we,  Council  Grove  Commercial  Club,  the  representative  orgai 
tion  of  our  city,  do  hereby  unanimously  indorse  and  approve  this  Proposed  pla 
provide  by  Federal  aid  and  funds,  25  feet  of  water  at  the  mouth  of  the  Brazos, 
do  urge  upon  the  United  States  Board  of  Engineers  and  the  Members  of  both  Ho 
of  Congress  the  adoption  of  the  project  in  its  entirety,  and  we  also  urge  upon  their 
pressing  necessity  of  Federal  aid  and  assistance  through  liberal  appropriation: 
all  Gulf  coast  river  and  harbor  improvements.  ^  j  Rh0DEs,  Pm  J 

I  certify  that  the  foregoing  is  a  true  and  correct  copy  of  the  resolutions  passed 
meeting  of  the  Council  Grove  Commercial  Club  on  January  12,  1 914^  ^ 


RESOLUTION  OF  THE  CHAMBER  OF  COMMERCE,  COFFEYVILLE,  KANS. 


Whereas  Congress  had  made  an  order  for  the  survey  of  the  mouth  of  the  Brazos  R 
with  a  view  of  procuring  a  depth  of  25  feet  of  water  from  the  mouth  of  the* 

Whereas  Hie  shipping  interests  of  this  section  of  the  Stete  will  be  greatly  benei 
by  a  competitive  port  on  the  Gulf  coast,  which  will  afford  larger  and  more  eco 
ical  facilities  to  care  for  and  accommodate  incoming  and  outgoing  busmess.by  m< 
this  landlocked  harbor  available :  ,81 

Resolved,  That  the  Coffey ville  Chamber  of  Commerce  representing  the  bus' 
interests  of  this  city  that  we  urge  upon  our  Senators  and  Representatives  in  Con , 
their  earnest  support  and  effort  in  securing  a  sufficient  appropriation  to  msuri 
success  of  this  important  work. 

Adopted  February  13,  1914,  Embkee  w  MoBGAN> 

A  J.  Valentine,  Secretary. 
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RESOLUTION  OF  THE  JOPLIN  (MO.)  COMMERCIAL  CLUB. 

tiereas  the  feasibility  and  desirability  of  a  deep-water  port  at  the  mouth  of  the 
Brazos  River,  Tex.,  has  been  long  recognized  by  the  agricultural,  commercial, 
industrial,  and  shipping  interests  of  Texas,  and  the  southwest  tributary  territory 
vest  of  the  Mississippi  River  and  east  of  the  Rocky  Mountains;  and 
aereas  the  work  of  developing  this  port  in  the  past  has  been  greatly  hampered  and 
•etarded  by  the  lack  of  funds  appropriated  by  Congress  to  carry  on  the  work  neces- 
lary  to  secure  a  permanent  depth  of  water  that  will  enable  seagoing  vessels  of 
efficient  draft  to  enter  this  port  and  to  accommodate  the  commerce  that  can  be 
landled  through  it;  and 

lereas  commerce  can  only  be  developed  at  coast  points  by  proper  Federal  financial 
irovisions  for  the  development  of  new  ports,  for  the  accommodation  of  new  shipping; 

ind 

bereas  we  are  advised  that  the  Sixty-second  Congress  has  ordered  a  survey  of  the 
Brazos  River  from  its  mouth  to  Freeport,  with  a  view  of  procuring  a  uniform  depth 
|f  25  feet  of  water,  which  if  attained,  will  permit  of  a  development  of  this  port  and 
[he  location  of  suitable  terminal  facilities  desiring  to  make  use  thereof,  thereby 
Teatly  benefiting  the  commerce  of  the  southwest  country;  and 
Lereas  with  the  opening  of  the  Panama  Canal  the  need  of  additional  deep-water 
>orts  on  the  Texas  Gulf  coast  is  imperative  for  the  future  development  of  the  States 
n  the  southwest  country,  as  well  as  the  commercial  advancement  of  the  whole 
Jnited  States;  and 

Lereas  the  mouth  of  the  Brazos  River  is  logically  destined  to  become  one  of  these 
iew  seaports  and  of  ultimate  great  importance  because  of  the  tonnage  that  can  be 
loved  through  it  and  because  of  its  great  natural  advantages;  and 
i.ereas  the  need  of  competitive  ports  on  the  Gulf  of  Mexico  is  of  vital  interest  and 
enefit  to  the  people  of  all  the  southwest  country  because  competitive  ports  are 
s  necessary  as  competing  railway  lines  in  the  saving  to  commercial  interests  and 
tonsumers  in  freight  rates;  therefore  be  it 

lesolved,  That  we,  the  Commercial  Club  of  Joplin,  the  representative  organization 
ur  city,  do  hereby  unanimously  indorse  and  approve  this  projiosed  plan  to  provide 
Federal  aid  and  funds  25  feet  of  water  at  the  mouth  of  the  Brazos,  and  do  urge 
!»n  the  United  States  Board  of  Engineers  and  the  Members  of  both  Houses  of  Congress 
adoption  of  the  project  in  its  entirety,  and  we  also  urge  upon  them  the  pressing 
essity  of  Federal  aid  and  assistance  through  liberal  appropriations  for  all  Gulf 
st  river  and  harbor  improvements. 


RESOLUTION  OF  BRAZORIA  (TEX.)  COMMERCIAL  CLUB.  . 

ereas  the  feasibility  and  desirability  of  a  deep-water  port  at  the  mouth  of  the 
razos  River  has  long  been  recognized  by  the  agricultural,  commercial,  industrial, 
id  shipping  interests  of  Brazoria  County;  and 

ereas  the  work  of  developing  this  port  in  the  past  has  been  greatly  retarded  from 
le  lack  of  funds  appropriated  by  Congress  necessary  to  carry  on  the  work  to  secure 
permanent  depth  of  water  that  will  enable  seagoing  vessels  of  sufficient  draft  to 
^commodate  the  commerce  which  can  be  properly  handled  through  this  port;  and 
sreas  commerce  can  only  be  established  and  developed  by  proper  Federal  financial 
^o visions  for  the  development  of  new  ports  to  accommodate  new  shipping;  and 
areas  the  mouth  of  the  Brazos  is  logically  destined  to  become  a  seaport  of  ultimate 
aportance  because  of  the  tonnage  that  can  be  moved  through  it,  and  because  of 
ie  great  natural  advantages  which  it  has,  making  it  an  A1  class  port;  and 
breas  the  development  of  this  port  with  a  Government-maintained  depth  of  water 
vThich  we  believe  should  not  be  less  than  25  feet)  of  sufficient  depth  would  enor- 
ously  enhance  the  value  of  the  work  being  done  by  the  Federal  Government  on 
te  Brazos  River  from  Washington  to  Waco,  and  afford  an  opportunity  for  a  vast 
vmg  upon  interior  shipments  by  water  rates  and  inbound  freights  to  interior 
nnts  on  the  same  basis,  all  of  which  means  added  commercial  prosperity  to  Brazoria 
id  an  increased  cultivation  of  our  fertile  acres;  and 

ireas  the  need  of  competitive  ports  in  Texas  is  a  vital  necessity  to  the  people  of 
9xas,  because  competitive  ports  are  as  necessary  as  competitive  railway  lines  in 
e  saving  to  the  farmer  and  consumer  alike  in  both  rates  and  facilities:  Therefore 

f  Lt 

^solved,  That  we,  the  Brazoria  Commercial  Club,  the  representative  organization 
*  ir  city,  do  hereby  unanimously  indorse  and  approve  this  proposed  plan  to  provide, 
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by  Federal  aid  and  funds,  25  feet  of  water  at  the  mouth  of  the  Brazos  and  do  ur 
upon  the  United  States  Board  of  Engineers  and  the  Members  of  both  Houses  of  Co 

gress  the  adoption  of  this  project  in  its  entirety.  . , 

*  L.  P.  Sieker,  President. 


I  hereby  certify  that  the  above  is  a  true  copy 
on  the  3d  day  of  June,  A.  D.  1914. 


of  the  resolutions  passed  at  a  meeti 
J.  F.  Harris,  Secretary. 


RESOLUTION  OF  ALVIN  (TEX.)  BUSINESS  MEN’S  LEAGUE. 


Resolved,  by  the  Alvin  Business  Men’s  League  that  we  unanimously  approve  a 
indorse  the  project  of  procuring  a  depth  of  25  feet  of  water  at  the  mouth  of  the  Braj 
River  from  the  jetties  to  Freeport  through  Federal  aid,  and  that  we  express  as  t 
sentiment  of  this  organization,  representing  the  business  interests  generally  of  Alv 

the  largest  city  in  Brazoria  County:  .  TT  j  cu  *  t-  • 

1  Our  confident  belief  that  approval  of  this  project  by  the  United  States  Enginee 
followed  by  an  appropriation  by  Congress  to  carry  out  their  recommendations  where 
a  depth  of  25  feet  of  water  from  the  mouth  of  the  river  to  Freeport,  will  redound  i 
only  to  the  interests  of  the  tributary  territory  adjacent  to  this  seaport,  mcludi 

Brazoria  County,  but  will  benefit  all  of  Texas.  .  ...  ,  ,  ~ 

2.  That  we  believe  that  all  shipping  interests  m  the  United  States  will  be  beneh 
bv  a  competitive  port  on  the  Gulf  coast,  where  dockage  charges  and  wharfage  are  fr 
and  where  at  least  there  will  be  one  port  in  Texas  where  the  commerce  of  the  wo 
can  enter  without  paying  toll  to  private  enterprise. 

3.  Our  further  belief  that  if  deeper  water  is  procured  here  through  governmei 

aid  this  port  will  be  able  to  furnish  additional  and  economical  facilities  to  care 
outgoing  and  incoming  business,  now  sadly  needed  if  Texas  is  to  expand  and  gr< 
because  this  landlocked  harbor  has  every  natural  advantage  needed  to  develoj 
into  a  great  and  important  gateway  for  Texas  shipping.  .  . 

4  That  we  respectfully  urge  upon  the  United  States  Board  of  Engineers  and  uj 
Congress  that  they  give  their  support  to  this  project,  and  use  every  reasonable  ef 
looking  to  the  securing  of  a  sufficient  appropriation  to  insure  the  success  of  this 

portant  and  necessary  development.  ^  ^  Long  President 


I  hereby  certify  that  the  above  is  a  true  copy  properly  signed  of  a  resolution  adop 

by  the  Alvin  Business  Men’s  League  on  June  1,  1914. 

•y  T.  C.  Edwards,  Secretan 


RESOLUTION  OF  THE  COMMERCIAL  CLUB  OF  KANSAS  CITY,  MO. 

Resolved  by  the  Commercial  Club  of  Kansas  City,  that  we  approve^  the  order  f 
survey  of  the  mouth  of  the  Brazos  River  made  at  the  last  session  of  Congress  wu 
view  of  procuring  a  depth  of  25  feet  of  water,  and  we  express  as  the  sentiment  of 
organization ,  representing  the  business  interests  generally ,  the  approval  of  this  proj 

E.  M.  Clendening,  General  Secretar 


RESOLUTION  OF  HANNIBAL  (MO.)  COMMERCIAL  CLUB. 

Whereas  the  feasibility  and  desirability  of  a  deep-water  port  at  the  mouth  of 
Brazos  River,  Tex.,  has  long  been  recognized  by  the  agricultural,  commer< 
industrial,  and  shipping  interests  of  Texas,  and  the  southwest  tributary  tern 
west  of  the  Mississippi  and  east  of  the  Rocky  Mountains,  and 

Whereas  the  work  of  developing  this  port  in  the  past  has  been  greatly  hampered 
retarded  by  the  lack  of  funds  appropriated  by  Congress  to  carry  on  the  work  ne 
sary  to  secure  a  permanent  depth  of  water  that  will  enable  seagoing  vesse^ 
sufficient  draft  to  enter  this  port  and  accommodate  the  commerce  that  can  be  han< 

Whereas  commerce  can  only  be  developed  at  coast  points,  by  proper  Federal  final 
provisions  for  the  development  of  new  ports  for  the  accommodation  of  new  shipp 

Whereas  we  are  advised  that  the  Sixty-second  Congress  has  ordered  a  survey  of 
Brazos  River  from  its  mouth  to  Freeport  with  a  view  of  procuring  a  uniform  d 
of  25  feet  of  water,  which  if  attained  will  permit  of  the  development  of  this 
and  the  location  of  suitable  terminal  facilities  desiring  to  make  use  thereof,  the 
greatly  benefiting  the  commerce  of  the  southwest  countryj  and 
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preas  with  the  opening  of  the  Panama  Canal  the  need  of  additional  deep-\vater 
p»rts  on  the  Texas  Gulf  coast  is  imperative  for  the  future  development  of  the  State® 
the  southwest  country,  as  well  as  the  commercial  advancement  of  the  whole 
nited  States;  and 

u-eas  the  mouth  of  the  Brazos  is  logically  destined  to  become  one  of  these  new 
aports  and  one  of  ultimate  great  importance  because  of  the  tonnage  that  can  be 
oved  through  ij  and  because  of  its  great  natural  advantages;  and 
>reas  the  need  of  competitive  ports  on  the  Gulf  of  Mexico  is  of  vital  interest  and 
•nefit  to  the  people  of  all  the  southwest  country  because  competitive  ports  are  as 
cessary  as  competing  railway  lines  in  the  saving  to  the  commercial  interests  and 
nsumers  in  freight  rates:  Therefore  be  it 

•solved,  That  we,  the  Hannibal  Commercial  Club,  the  representative  organization 
r  city,  do  hereby  unanimously  indorse  and  approve  this  proposed  plan  to  provide, 
federal  aid  and  funds.  25  feet  of  water  at  the  mouth  of  the  Brazos,  and  do  urge  upon 
Jnited  States  Board  of  Engineers  and  the  Members  of  both  Houses  of  Congress  the 
tion  of  the  project  in  its  entirety,  and  we  also  urge  upon  them  the  pressing  neces- 
of  Federal  aid  and  assistance  through  liberal  appropriations  for  all  Gulf  coast 
and  harbor  improvements. 

Frederick  Kasteimer.  President. 

ertify  that  the  foregoing  is  a  true  and  correct  copy  of  the  resolutions  passed  at  a 
ing  of  the  Commercial  Club,  Hannibal.  Mo.,  on  February  5,  1914. 

Harry  A.  Scheidker,  Secretary. 


RESOLUTION  OF  McALESTER  (OKLA.)  COMMERCIAL  CLUB. 


olved.  By  the  McAlester  Commercial  Club  of  McAlester.  Okla.,  that  we  heartilv 
ive  the  order  for  a  survey  of  the  mouth  of  the  Brazos  made  at  the  last  session  o  f 
ress  with  the  view  of  procuring  a  depth  of  25  feet  of  water,  and  we  express  as  the 
ment  of  this  commercial  organization,  representing  the  business  interests  o-ener- 
jf  the  city  of  McAlester:  ° 

:Our  confident  belief  that  an  appropriation  by  Congress  to  secure  and  maintain 
oth  of  25  feet  of  water  from  the  mouth  of  the  river  to  Freeport  will  redound  not 
:to  the  interests  of  the  territory  tributary  to  the  Brazos  River  but  all  Oklahoma 
that  the  shipping  interests  throughout  the  United  States  will  be  greatly  benefited 
Competitive  port  on  the.Gulf  coast,  which  will  afford  larger  and  more  economical 
l  ies  to  care  for  and  accommodate  outgoing  and  incoming  business  by  making  this 
cocked  harbor  available. 

IThat  we  urge  upon  our  Senators  and  Representatives  in  Congress  earnest  support 
Iffort  looking  to  the  securing  of  a  sufficient  appropriation  to  insure  the  success  of 
enjiortant  work. 

Lie  believe  that  this  much  needed  improvement  can  not  be  too  quickly  secured 
Hcount  of  the  opening  of  the  Panama  Canal  and  the  ever  increasing  volume  of 
ness  west  of  the  Mississippi,  whose  only  logical  outlet  after  the  completion  of  said 
u  is  directly  south  to  the  Gulf. 


McAlester  Commercial  Club. 
By  J.  T.  Griffin.  President. 

J.  L.  Shinaberger.  Secretary. 


RESOLUTION  OF  BURLINGTON  (KANS.)  COMMERCIAL  CLUB. 


pdied,  By  the  Burlington  Commercial  Club,  that  we  cordially  approve  the  order 
t survey  of  the  mouth  of  the  Brazos  River  made  at  the  last  session  of  Congress. 

Y1^:  °*  procuring  a  depth  of  25  feet  of  water;  and  that  we  express  as  the  senti- 
o  tins  commercial  organization,  representing  the  business  interests  generallv 
-  clty,  J-  t0  secure  and  maintain  a  depth  of  25  feet  of  water  from  the  mouth  of 
cazos  River  to  Freeport  will  redound  to  the  shipping  interests  of  the  country  in 
and  especially  in  the  Mississippi  \  alley,  affording  larger  and  more  economical 
ii^.es  to  accommodate  incoming  and  outgoing  business 
Wary  24,  1914.  ° 


frR.  W.  Hockaday, 

In dustrial  Commissi o tier, 
Missouri ,  Kansas  A 


Burlington  Commercial  Club. 
By  C.  J.  Sherwood.  President. 

F.  R.  Hammond,  Secretary. 

Texas  Raihcay  Co..  St.  Louis,  Mo. 
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RESOLUTION  OF  STAMFORD  (TEX.)  COMMERCIAL  CLUB. 


Whereas  it  is  an  acknowledged  fact  that  the  entire  State  of  Texas  will  be  bene: 

Whereat  (fongress  a Gts  lasfsefsion  mide  an  appropriation  for  a  survey  at  the  m. 
oUhe  Brazos  River,  with  the  view  of  procuring  a  depth  of  25  feet  of  water.  Then 

Resolved  That  we  express  our  confident  belief  that  an  appropriation  by  Con 
of  a  sufficient  amount  of  money  to  deepen  the  Brazos  River r  to .a  depth  of  25  feet 
n  t0  the  town  of  Freeport  will  redound  not  only  to  the  interests  oi  me 
torv'conthmous6 to  the  Brazos  River,  but  to  all  Texas,  and  we  express  the  convi, 
that  the  shipping  interests  throughout  the  entire  State  will  be  greatly  benefite 
comnetitive  ports  on  the  Gulf  coast,  which  will  afford  larger  and  more  economic  f 
ties  to  accommodate  the  outgoing  and  incoming  business  by  making  this  parti 

1  *  ^Resolved  further  That  we  urge  our  Representatives  in  Congress  to  lend  their  ea 
support  to  any  measure  looking 'to  securing  an  appropriation  sufficient  to  msuri 

^Resolutions1' adipteTby  the  Stamford  Commercial  Club  at  a  meeting  held  : 
headquarters  Septembei  16,  1914.  jAg  ^  White,  President 

Homer  D.  Wade,  Secreti 


Mr.  W.  T.  Eldridge,  president  Sugarland  Refining  Go.,  Sugarland,  Tex.. 
tla  ^licrnr  T  and  Feed  Co.  has  just  contracted  for  a  million-gallon  tank  to  be  ei 
at  Freenort  to  be  used  in  the  importation  of  blackstrap  molasses.  This  is  a 
which Ts^  produced  to  some  extent  in  the  United  States,  being  a  by-product  ] 
manufacture  of  sugar,  and  which,  like  many  other  by-products,  has  only  ra 
come  into  commercial  use,  being  considered  for  many  years  as  practically  worl 
hut  now  in  combination  with  grains  and  other  products,  has  become  recognized 
of  he  very  S  commodities  to  be  used  as  a  basis  in  the  manufacture  of  cornu 
tVpri stuffs  and  its  use  is  growing  in  the  United  States  by  leaps  and  bounds. 

There  are  many  millions  of  gallons  of  blackstrap  molasses  produced  on  the  is 
Cuba  for  which  no  market  has  existed,  and  while  a  small  portion  is  now  being 
into  the  United  States  many  million  gallons  are  annual  y  pumped  into  the 
burned  because  no  outlet  exists  for  this  product  in  proportion  to  the  amount  pro 

\!r,  EEfat  » to^rsatisrsteisx 

we  have  the  whole  Middle  West,  and  probably  a  greater  territory ,  as  a  field  for 
tions*  and  believe  when  this  service  is 

beEnteringi^ at  it 1 ^dh'bto  compeiitioT  with  well-established  jeeds,  it  isobvio 

prolitthalift  wi/l  oniybe^rac^cabUtim^i^sucliimportationsThrou^i  ports  c 

a  minimum  cost  in  the  way  of  wharfage  and  handling  charges,  so  that  Freeport 
the  logicalpohnt  for  the  receipt  of  thereat  quantity  of  molasses  seeking  an  outl 

ClTnamv  oninion  the  Government  can  well  afford  to  go  to  the  necessary  exp 
provnUthe  proper  facilities  at  the  mouth  of  the  Brazos  for  the  sake  of  the  deve 
that  would  be  assured  from  the  molasses  business  alone,  but  m  addition  to 

Southwest  would  be  largely  benefited  by  ^^^inSe^tates  areTihzi^ 

la:isaggg«^^ 

all  lines  are  looking  for  the  cheapest  service,  combined  with  prompt  and 

haThe“mperial  Sugar  Co.,  at  Sugarland,  imported  through  the  port  of 
during  the  year  1913  56,329,585  pounds  of  raw  sugars  from  Cuba  and  5  666,552 
from  Porto  Ricol.  So  far  this  year  they  have  imported  53  410  974  poun. d  h 
traded  for  additional  supplies  to  the ^extent  of  about  20,00<h000  P»nnd^ 

stentiy  Sg  to  effect  a  saving  in  the  cost  of  transportation  and  handling. 
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The  Sugar  Land  Railway  Co.  will  very  shortly  construct  its  line  to  a  connection  with 
'  Houston  &  Brazos  Valley  Railway  at  Anchor,  Tex.,  making  the  refinery  and  other 
erests  at  Sugar  Land  much  nearer  to  Freeport  than  any  other  receiving  point  on 
1  Texas  coast.  They  also  expect  to  extend  north  to  a  connection  with  the  Missouri, 
nsas  &  Texas  Railway,  establishing  what  will  be  the  equivalent  of  one  of  the  great 
nk  lines  entering  Freeport,  making  it  directly  accessible  to  the  northern  markets 
those  of  the  Middle  West. 

fr.  George  A.  Trumbull,  president  Huey  &  Philp  Hardware  Co.,  Dallas,  Tex.: 

Ine  of  the  gieatest  needs,  to  my  mind,  for  deep  water  at  Freeport  is  that  competition 
y  be  created,  thereby  enabling  cheaper  freight  rates  on  the  great  mass  of  goods  that 
les  into  Texas  and  the  great  mass  of  products  that  is  raised  in  Texas  to  get  them  out. 

1  not  so  many  years  ago,  it  has  been  within  my  business  experience,  that  there  was 
one  railroad  from  Galveston  to  Houston,  and  it  served  the  people  well— in  other 
ds,  it  took  the  tonnage  that  was  handled  by  the  ships  at  Galveston  to  inland  parts 
he  State.  Now  we  have  some  six  or  seven  lines  of  railroad  from  Galveston  up 
nigh  the  State  of  Texas  and  at  times  at  least  one-half  of  the  time — there  are  con- 
ions  in  moving  the  stuff  out  of  Galveston  to  points  in  the  State  and  beyond. 

7e  have  had  for  a  number  of  years  two  steamship  lines  from  New  York  to  Galveston 
le  years  ago  a  little  independent  line  undertook  to  establish  itself  and  the  old  lines 
the  freight  rate  down  to  such  a  point  (2  cents  per  hundred  pounds  for  all  classes) 
they  absolutely  killed.it.  It  would  seem — now,  I  am  not  a  railroad  man  and  I  am 
a  steamship  man— but  it  would  seem  to  me  on  account  of  what  took  place  in  regard 
ns  independent  line  that  it  is  impossible  to  afford  any  competition  from  New  York 
ralyeston  for  fear  of  these  old  lines.  Now,  we  have  a  little  line  established  from 
YoLk  to  Freeport  that  had  the  nerve,  under  existing  conditions,  to  establish  its 
,  and  t7ie  oply  thing  it  needs  and  the  only  support  it  needs,  in  the  minds  of  the 
lie  who  ship  the  freight,  is  adequate  water  here,  that  they  may  be  enabled  to 
their  boats  and  that  others  may  come  in.  The  Ruler  of  the  universe  has  placed 
Gulf  of  Mexico  here  and  it  would  seem  that  the  people  of  Texas  ought  to  derive 
benefit  from  the  immense  volume  of  water  that  is  here  for  transportation  pur- 
^  my  judgment  the  States  beyond  our  borders  have  really  reaped  more 
'kt  from  the  Gulf  of  Mexico  than  the  people  of  Texas  have  had  by  reason  of  the 
transportation  matters  have  been  manipulated. 

>1.  Beach.  I  would  like  to  ask  a  question.  Is  that  not  more  a  matter  of  your 
Be  railroad  commission  than  of  anything  else? 
fir.  Trumbull.  I  don’t  think  so. 

I.  Beach.  I  would  like  to  have  that  made  clear. 

Trumbull.  I  will  just  cite  you  an  instance.  Up  until  the  time  of  this  rate 
■bance  m  1909  freight  rates  by  the  steamship  companies  from  New  York  to 
i  points,  when  it  was  materially  reduced— and  this  is  a  matter  of  record— that 
ns  commodities  could  move  from  New  York  by  way  of  Galveston  through  the 
s  of  Waco,  Fort  Worth,  and  Dallas  up  into  Oklahoma  and  Kansas  cheaper  by 
per  cent  than  they  could  be  moved  to  Waco,  Dallas,  and  other  Texas  points. 

you  might  ask  what  has  deep  water  at  Freeport  got  to  do  with  the  matter,  and 
darted  out  to  say,  it  will  create  a  chance  for  competition  and  it  will  give  the’state 
>xas  competition,  and  that  is  the  only  thing  we  need  now.  I  have  spoken  off 
and  I  know  that  you  want  something  definite  and  it  does  not  occur  to  me  that 
i  say  anything  more,  but  there  are  several  gentlemen  here  who  are  old  Texas 
s:ents  who  may  throw  more  light  on  the  matter. 

H.  H.  Shear,  president  Rotan  Grocery  Co.,  Waco, .Tex.: 

"is  gathering  of  representative  business  men  throughout  the  State  is  calculated 
press  you  that  we  are  interested  m  the  development  of  this  port.  We  have  been 
g  to  assist  by  giving  considerable  amount  of  tonnage  to  the  independent  line  that 
1  0  bhis  port  to  encourage  competition.  We  thought  we  were  getting  some  com- 
lon  a  few  years  ago  at  Texas  City,  but  this  was  destroyed  by  the  larger  lines 
ing  rates  that  low  that  it  discouraged  the  competing  line  to  that  extent  that  it 
lately  sold  out,  as  the  rates  were  that  low  that  they  could  not  afford  to  operate 
^ vere  finally  absorbed.  r 

Trough  Mr.  Hughes  the  jobbers  of  Texas,  principally  in  the  hardware  line,  became 
argely  interested  m  building  up  a  competing  line,  and  they  later  on  interested 
[™jesfe  grocers  and  other  jobbing  interests  to  be  interested  in  the  Seaboard 
J.  that  was  making  Freeport  its  port.  There  are  others  that  have  shown  a  very 
^interest  and  appear  to  be  in  earnest  in  their  support  of  this  competing  line 
i  elieve  it  is  a  very  good  investment  even  if  it  holds  the  old  lines  to  their  present 
-  tor  if  this  competition  would  be  done  away  with,  it  is  quite  likely  that  the 
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j  ij  i'  Q£!  iimulH  r?i  isp  their  rates  I  believe  it  is  to  the  best  interej 
Slobbers  of  Texas  and  the  citizenship  generally  to  do  what  they  can  to  bui 

give  us  lower  freight  rates,  the  development  of  which  would  be  facilital 

I  thank  you  for  your  attention. 


Mr.  Ed.  S.  Hughes,  hardware  dealer.  Abilene,  Tex.,  president  Seaboard  &  G 

StTawPnothin«  new  to  say  that  has  not  already  been  covered  in  the  remark. 
Mr  Jones  Mr  fmmbull,  and  Mr.  Shear*.  I  wish,  however,  to  express  my  si* 

“ret,1:  diuS2ys«a»; » «■*  «■■»*“ « °» 

SThe  shallow  water  now  existing  makes  it  very,  difficult  for  us  to  do  what  we 

mountable  difficulties  and  have overcome  -jf««  Ll^wlfbutV^ 
trme  to  give  “  detol  the  &cte  fromwhinhmy  co  c  terminals  at  the  moul 

the  Brazos*  smdwithout  the  2iUty  to  geUhe  sulphur  tonnage  available  at  this  po 

^"Th^importonce  of*the  service’ we^avetrendere^and'ar^rOTSering  we  ^ 

judge  from  the  remarks  and  conclusions  of  this  representative  body  of  merchants 

atacTBEi^  rr  8teamship  line? 

Q^JhiiTglve  the  "impression  KSfc  very  largely  merchant. 

jobbers  of  the  State.  Is  that  correct?  A.  Yes,  sir  t  president  of  the 

J  O  Are  there  any  officers  of  the  company  present?— A.  1  am  ^esiaeni  oi 
pany  Mr  Warfield  is  vice  president;  Mr.  Heitmann  is  vice  president,  Mr.  Jacks 

secretary  and  treasurer;  and  Mr.  S.^e^nfathPPommnv‘?— A  My  interest  was  so  i 

jsjs  srKSuSffizsiK »»"■•  •• «  -* 

water  here. 


Mr.  E.  G.  Warfield,  vice  president  and  general  manager  Seaboard  &  Gulf  S 

^CoMSeach.  Was  the  company  organized  for  the  purpose  of  operating  a  steal 

line  to  the  Brazos  River  or  to  any  P“nt pe^to  the  mrath  of  the  Brazos  River. 
Mr.  Warfield.  It  was  organized  to  operate  to  “e  ““““  called  the  mouth 

B^zoX«Tel^r\t"me  the  Houston  &  Brazos  Valley  Railroad  wa 
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*ed  by  the  Seaboard  <fe  Gulf  Steamship  Co.,  and  it  was  for  the  purpose  of  exchang- 
tonnage  with  that  railroad,  together  with  the  natural  conditions,  that  we  deter- 
led  to  operate  to  the  mouth  of  the  Brazos.  Another  reason  was  because  we  could 
^fford  to  pay  the  charges  assessed  at  Galveston  and  other  pgrts. 
i  The  company  has  continued  to  operate  to  this  point  since? — A.  It  has,  except 
n  the  bar  did  not  permit  us  to  enter  that  harbor. 

What  arrangements  have  been  made  in  unloading  and  taking  freight  on  those 
sions? — A.  We  had  to  go  to  Galveston  or  Texas  City,  the  first  port  we  could  get  into 
discharge  the  cargo. 

Who  paid  the  freight  in  those  cases?— A.  The  Seaboard  &  Gulf  Steamship  Co. 
You  are  no  longer  connected  with  the  railroad? — A.  Yes,  sir.  I  am  traffic 
tor  of  the  Houston  &  Brazos  Valley  Railroad. 

When  did  that  change  take  place? — A.  About  two  years  ago. 

You  have  continued  operating  since? — A.  Yes,  sir.  We  have.  At  that  time 
rere  operating  only  one  vessel.  Since  that  time  we  have  purchased  the  steamer 
lebec,  giving  us  approximately  two  sailings  a  month. 

Your  president  stated  that  the  stockholders  of  your  line  were  very  largely  mer- 
ts  in  the  interior  towns  of  the  State  interested  in  obtaining  their  goods  at  as  low  a 
as  possible.  Could  you  file  a  statement  to  be  incorporated  in  this  hearing,  giving 
ames  of  the  representative  stockholders  of  that  class? — A.  We  can. 

You  have  no  opposition  to  filing  that? — A.  None  whatever. 

I  think  it  would  be  a  very  good  plan  to  do  so.  I  think  it  would  be  a  very  good 
also  if  you  would  file  a  statement  showing  the  difference  in  freight  rates  and  the 
g  by  coming  to  this  point  and  other  points?— A.  I  will  be  glad  to  do  that,  sir. 
When  can  you  do  that?  How  soon  can  you  send  that  to  Col.  Riche? — A.  Within 
ik. 

Just  send  that  to  Col.  Riche  at  Galveston. — A.  I  will,  sir;  and  any  other  class  of 
nation  that  you  might  wish. 

Beach.  We  will  let  you  know. 

Ben  B.  Cain,  president  of  the  Texas  Business  Men’s  Association,  Dallas,  Tex.: 

lowing  your  suggestions  that  we  avoid  repetition,  I  shall  have  necessarily  to  com 
-hat  I  have  to  say  more  to  some  general  features  than  to  any  definite  information, 
t  to  say,  however,  that  I  concur  in  all  that  has  been  said  which  reflects  the  facts 
ag  to  this  port.  I  think  the  dominant  thought  in  our  economic  life  to-day  is  the 
f  the  elimination  of  waste,  which  is  just  another  term  or  expression  for  efficiency 
lines  of  industry.  The  thought  that  I  have  in  my  mind  is  that  it  would  be  an 
mic  waste  and  would  condemn  this  Government  if  this  port  should  be  abandoned 
present  conditions.  My  understanding,  sir,  is  that  the  Government  has  already 
ded  more  than  a  million  dollars  on  the  Brazos  River  between  this  place  and  the 
If  Waco,  and  for  this  part  of  the  river  it  is  proposed  to  make  additional  appropria- 
In  addition  to  this,  by  private  enterprise  and  by  the  Government  appropria¬ 
te  have  spent  more  than  a  million  dollars  at  the  mouth  of  the  Brazos,  so  that  the 
onment  of  this  project — and  there  is  an  abandonment,  if  it  is  not  now  improved, 
present  conditions— would  seem  to  me  to  be  the  waste  of  over  $2,000,000,  and  I 
o  present  that  thought.  We  have  some  375  to  400  miles  of  coast  line  in  Texas 
e  have  one  port  of  importance  serving  the  greater  portion  of  Texas  and  that  is 
■rt  of  Galveston.  I  know  that  at  this  time  the  port  of  Galveston  with  such  other 
cdities  as  we  have  is  unable  to  serve  the  commerce  that  comes  to  the  Gulf,  and 
he  situation  will  be  in  the  future  one  can  easily  guess  from  a  few  facts  that  I 
\  to  present  to  you.  We  have  164,000,000  acres  of  land  in  the  State  of  Texas  alone, 
*-000  acres  are  under  cultivation,  and  it  is  a  conservative  statement  to  say  that 
"0,000  acres  additional  lie  awaiting  the  development  which  we  may  expect  will 
<as  the  years  go  by.  In  1912  we  had  a  fair  cotton  crop.  I  don’t  think  it  was 
beyond  an  average  cotton  crop,  yet  the  lines  between  Houston  and  Galveston 
c  an  embargo  to  the  interior  lines  stopping  the  inflow  of  cotton  to  the  Galveston 

Bnd  the  result  was  that  the  railroad  lines  in  the  interior  were  compelled  to  load 
s  which  they  had,  standing  these  cars  in  the  sidings  which  they  found  available 
heir  lines  in  different  sections  of  the  State,  and  that  has  resulted  in  suits  against 
rcotton-carrying  road  in  north  Texas,  these  suits  being  founded  on  alleged  delay 
shipment  of  cotton  through  the  port  of  Galveston.  If  there  is  a  loss  here  it  is  an 
imc  loss  to  the  railroads  of  the  State  and  to  the  ‘citizens  of  the  State,  because  in 

Bis  the  railroads  are  damaged  the  citizens  are  damaged,  as  their  interests  are 
■al,  the  railroads  being  part  of  the  industrial  body  of  the  State, 
nher  thought  that  presents  itself  to  me  is  that  we  are  rapidly  developing  in 
In  addition  to  this  the  States  of  Oklahoma,  Kansas,  Nebraska,  Colorado,  New 
a’>  anc*  Pai’t  °f  Missouri,  all  are  coming  to  the  Gulf  for  their  export  shipments. 
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Tt  is  natural  to  expect  that  they  will  increase  in  population  and  in  trade  production 
-Is  we  do  in  TexasP  Therefore,  the  demand  for  additional  port  facilities  m  this  btat 
mult  increase  in  proportion  to  the  development  of  this  great  section  of  our  country 
An XrThoueht  which  I  present  to  you  of  a  vital  nature  is  that  the  opening  of  th 
Pa“ Canal  will  increase  all  tonnage  of  exports.  Your  idea  as  to  the  increase  ; 

P'  aS"! aTo%ta\U‘“  fartfe?thl“yirwant  to  consider  but  I  thin 
it  worth  conrideration  and  that  is  that  we  are  next  to  the  Republic  of  Mexico  W 
find  the  advantage  of  Galveston.  425  and  600  miles  from  Tampico  and  Vera  Cm 
resnectivelv  ?s  ideal  for  the  Government,  under  present  conditions  and  wheth, 
Mexicoestahlishes  a  government  for  itself,  or  if  we  have  to  establish  it  for  her  it  w, 
throw  a  great  deal  of  commerce  in  this  direction— through  our /Texas i  Gulf 

And  lastly  I  want  to  emphasize  the  saving  to  shippers  of  the  State  by  the  a{ 
that  occurs  from  the  Freeport  facilities.  Mr.  Warfield  has  exP1f1^ed  t0 
creased  charges  which  are  necessary  when  a  Freeport  shipment  has  to  be  divert^ 
^GMvestonOT^ T^xas  City,  and  you  ask  a  very  pertinent  question.  Who  pays  th 
freight?”  Mr.  Warfield  answers:  “We  pay  the  freight  ”  They  did pP^y  “ 

hnt&if  that  is  a  continuous  thing  the  merchant  would  pay  that  freight,  and  t  w. 
eventiiauf  be  foadedon  the  people.  It  is  an  economic  question.  Whatever  is  sav, 

mentioned,  the  fact  that  t 

railroads  placed  an  embargo  on  the  shipments  of  cotton  to  Galveston,  but  you  d 
eXA.Tf  wThmflpfrHAhe'mouth  5°the  Brazos  we  would  have  somewhere  else 

SeQ  Whydidihe  railroads  place  an  embargo  on  cotton?-A.  I  believe  there  is  oi 
5  miles  of  wharfage  in  Galveston,  and  they  did  not  have  the  facilities  to  ha  die 
T  will  sav  hero  that  I  am  manager  of  a  small  line  of  railroad  in  the  interior  ana 
IhS  notfce  myself  and^  am  a  defendant  in  several  suits  for  the  necessary  delay. 


Mr.  P.  F.  Combs,  secretary  Velasco  Commercial  Club:  \ 

I  have  a  letter  from  the  Velasco  Commercial  Club  which  I  desire  to  submit,$i 
part  of  the  record : 


RESOLUTION  OF  VELASCO  COMMERCIAL  CLUB. 


Resolved.,  That  the  Velasco  Commercial  Club  hereby .most  “y 

“S3S:H£=s 

earth,  building  up  an  immense  tonnage  for  a  great  port  at  tne  mourn  m 

Done  at  Velasco,  Tex.,  this  June  22,  1914.  W.  D.  Graham,  Preside r 

P.  F.  Combs,  Secretary. 


Mr  E  P  Wilmot,  president  Austin  National  Bank,  Austin  Tex.  : 

I  am  'icttherepr^mtatgeofGm  Rations. 

atew yeare'agofrfhat'^maylmeaifa  few  years  in  J Vacifif and^oT^8^ 
&&&&  and  po. 
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keen,  inquiring  minds,  will  glide  up  to  our  very  doors,  asking  a  place  to  dis- 
their  wares.  Shall  we  be  lacking  in  hospitality?  Their  vovage  from  San 
sco  to  New  Orleans  is  some  9.000  miles  less  than  formerly.  Sydney,  Australia, 
0  miles  closer  to  Galveston  than  before  the  canal  was  opened.  New  Orleans 
lalveston  need  not  get  all  the  benefits  of  this  shortened  route  Freeport  is 
7  0T}e  the  best  natural  deep-water  harbors  on  the  Texas  coast.  Its  develop- 
£  the  largest  deep-water  port  in  Texas  means  more  than  deep  water  in  itself 
ns  ample  wharf  accommodations,  gigantic  elevators,  and  other  accessories  It 
getting  thousands  of  dollars  into  circulation.  Every  man,  woman  and  child 
as  will  eventually  reap  the  benefit  of  this  investment.  The  multiplicity  of 
leans  the  more  rapid  movement  of  the  crops.  The  Missouri.  Kansas  &  Texas 
y,  withjts  thousands  of  miles  of  tracks  to  the  north,  through  Texas.  Oklahoma 
.  and  Missouri,  will  alone  bring  sufficient  tonnage  to  tax  the  capacitv  of  this 
the  course  ot  a  few  years. 

opening  of  the  Panama  Canal  brings  to  Texas  and  other  Gulf  States  the  oppor- 
tor  commercial  expansion  that  comes  onlv  once  in  a  hundred  vears  or  more 
nease  ot  shipping  means  of  necessity  an  increase  in  seaports.  A  live  seaport 
ter  trom  which  commercial  activity  radiates  to  the  remotest  parts  of  the  State, 
seeing  business  man  realizes  that  the  commercial  map  of  the  world  is  o-oino-  to 
radicaliy  within  -the  next  generation.  Cities  that  have  held  the  bafance  of 
ill  have  to  give  way  to  ports  and  towns  that  will  now  intersect  the  richest 
outes  of  the  world.  The  readjustment  will  not  be  sudden,  but  it  will  surelv 
id  the  towns  and  ports  that  make  ready  to  take  care  of  the  trade  that  comes 
hy  and.  tnat  invite  still  more  will  be  the  ones  that  survive  and  prosper.  While 
imercial  map  of  the  entire  world  will  be  changed,  it  is  the  Gulf  States  that 
L  emci  eased  business  activity  the  most.  The  great  Mississippi  Valiev  the 
01  the  world,  will  pour  its  golden  products  out  "through  the  Gulf  ports' and 
l?re  to  the  ends  ot  the  earth  with  great  saving  of  expensive  transportation 
lg  nearer  home  Texas  produces  a  large  part  of  the  cotton  supplv  of  the  world 
’  us  t°  boast  oi  Galveston  as  the  largest  cotton  seaport  in  the  world.  Texas 
more  cotton  than  any  other  country.  The  farms  of  Texas  number  417  770. 

1  m°re  than  any  other  State  in  the  t  nion.  Texas  farms  produce  §662  598  000 
[■  ^  e.  haYe  over  27 ,360.000  acres  of  land  in  cultivation  and  over  1.12.000  000 
to  cultivation.  Thus  it  can  be  readily  seen  that  the  uncultivated  area  of  the 
>ne  could  support  the  entire  population  of  the  United  States,  using  as  a  basis 
lation  2  acres  per  capita,  the  world’s  average 

been  conceded  from  the  first  that  the  completion  of  the  Panama  Canal  meant 
f  and  commercial  expansion  for  all  the  country  adjacent,  and  that  Texas 
■t  fortunately  situated  tor  the  maximum  benefits  resulting  To  develop 
^  means  to  hold  out  our  hands  for  our  share  of  the  benefits  and  in  turn  dis- 

thG  ®Ytlre,  State-  To  develop  this  spot,  foreordained  by  nature, 

•  la\  the  inundation  tor  tuture  commercial  prosperity  that  “will  not  reach  its 
hl!  gelation,  or  even  the  next,  and  it  is  my  opinion  that  if  this 
development  is  tully  and  caretully  considered  it  will  result  in  a  speedv  and 
.1  realization  of  the  plans  involved .  1 

■  j  4 

A.  Heitmann,  president  F.  W.  Heitmann  Co.,  hardware  and  supplies, 
Tex.,  i ice  president  Seaboard  &  Gulf  Steamship  Co.: 

be  of  interest  to  know  how  I  came  into  the  steamship  business.  One  of  the 
features  ot  merchandising  m  Texas,  as  much  as  any  other  point,  was  to  get 
ation  facilities.  Vie  found,  on  account  of  the  crowded  facilities  at  Galv^s- 

feStl°n  CaTed  by  a  hi?  crop  not  only  lield  back  business,  but  delaved 
d  afi  asnmy  predecessors  have  said,  brought  on  damage  suits  with 

a  ail  ot  which  has  shown  the  importance  of  more  ports  in  Texas. 

tptoTn111  mti°  theTSeaboard  &  Gulf  and  joined  these  gentlemen  as  a  stock- 
Lo  aLthe?  ialong  l  wa?  VGrY  mucb  criticized  by  some  people  in  Houston. 

fe  Tex^b^wta  the  nJatter’  and  think  that  the  more  ports 

w  lexas  the  better  it  is  tor  all  ot  us,  so  that  is  one  reason  why  I  became  inter- 

Ehis  line  to  run  between  the  Brazos  and  New  York 

f  tTtfp  h2S- d?mon?trated  the  necessity  of  having  competitive  steam- 

Ltv  f  c*  •’  and  Jt  bas  ako  shown  us  the  wisdom  of  starting  that  line  and 
r  \  ot  mo  an  independent  competition  free  from  the  alliance  with  the 
^whtoh^n00^ mpames  that  are  now  plying  between  New  York  and  Texas. 

i  sed  many  to  become  interested  in  the  Seaboard  &  Gulf,  and 
?0t  b®00?1?  stockholders  gave  their  support  in  tonnage  as  far  as  thev 

Ktafntvto  the  ^equent  sailings  of  the  one  boat  that  weghad  in  service. 

■J  tamti  ot  the  sailings  ot  this  one  boat  made  it  impossible  for  many  shippers 
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to  give  us  their  business,  and  that  business  went  to  the  big  lines  that  came  into  G 

veston.  ,  oor,Anrl  host  which  relieved  the  situation.  I 

This  went  on  until  we  secured  *  ,  city,  Aransas  and  other  points, 

a^coun^ohmtliaving  ^sufficiejit^epth  german 

m°re  i— d 

stab*thln  wTareln  towerratol  We  want  equitable,  fair  rates,  so  that  to 

portation  will  be  paid  a  living  price.  Texas  in  the  last  cer 

p  One  point  hasn’t  been  covered  and I  that  is  that  the  btate^  ^  tQ  ^  day  w 

showed  4,000,000  population.  P  ,  .  d  the  population  increases 

we  Will  have  four  and  inbound  to  main 

products  increase  -fth^"^Te  fecSy for  more  ports^  This  tonnage 

noTbeTX  in  the  bucket  to  what  we  will  get  in  a  few  years,  should  we  get  25 

of  water  at  Freeport.  j  do  hope  that  25  feet  or  d 

These  remarks  about  c°ver  what  I  haveg  gQ  that  steamship  lines  can  c 

will  be  obtained  at  the  mo  t  e  for  this  steamship  company  to  ma 

in  and  move  out  successfully.  1  e  feet  of  water  here  and  m 

success  is  to  get  a  return  cargm  «  ^e^c^eB  from  here,  the  lives  of  the  st< 
very  near  future,  so  that  we  can  get  retur  g  sulphur  that  is  now  prodi 

here  ^return  canoes  iWilf topossitde £  “^"^1 ZZLZ ! 

r t  te?odsrq"fnot  afford  &  use  our  line,  as  quicker  servici 
be  had  by  the  old  line  of  steamers. 


Mr  E  A  Peden,  president  Peden  Iron  &  Steel  Co.,  Houston,  Tex. ,  M 

I  came  down  here  as  a  visitor  ffidS 

but  it  affords  me  great  pleasure  to  MdMm ^toSSr^to  the  development 

has8  taken  placeTn  the  U shears  and  at  what  I  firmly  believe  I  see  of  promi 

^frTmpany  has  patronized  the  Seabed*  urltcaut  inS 

we  would  have  liked  and  not  as  m  c  ,  t>  t  tbe  iarp;er  the  tonnage  the 

their  sailings  have  rather  But  the  ^  ^  ^ 

dealersand  >“erclmnte  in l  Texas i  can  ^dto  patronize  ttrein.  M  we  are 

hate^Tk  fntfdT h i  exacts  to *Z\ 

improved*  a?fe°  tope  U  wfll  be®  those  sailings  will  be  more  frequent  and  the  to. 

no  doubt,  will  be  very  ®r;  ference  to  the  congestion  at  Galveston.  I' 

Something  has  been  sar d -here  m  reference  to  tn  g^  cotton  geason>  The 

like  to  emphasize  the  fact  that  it  q  for  us  to  get  our  freight  ov 

times  with  the  congestion  ^ei®  Heston  than  it  does  to  get  it  fron 

YorlTt^^  merchant  in  Houston  I  am  quite  certain,  will  we 

and  greatly  w®}come  ai haf  impresse^°met  whUe^  hive  listened  to  the  testimon 
Another  matter  that  has  impress  f  thi  request  that  they  are  mal 

and  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Isk  for  a  great  deal  more,  and  * 

the  Government.  I  eAPec  .  -nronhet  I  am  very  earnest  and  very  sincere 

am  not  a  prophet  nor  the  son  p  P  Vpmiested  if  it  is  expended  judicio 

I  say  that  I  believe  for  the “etum  to  the  Government  and  to  the  S 
TeLWfmbVgrXtoi  tor  any  similar  investment  the  Government  can  mal 
where  on  the  Gulf  coast  or  elsewhere.  ,  -d  and  express  the  hope  tl 

GSSi,iti«R‘E£S«  Sd-y.  .ni «—  «» 1-1*1“  to* 

**«!,.  a*™  ttxs.rx.hi  xstsssa 

ssakaxtx#~ » -  •  - 

of  both. 
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.  Beach.  You 'see  the  two  causes  are  quite  different — one  may  he  the  fault  of 
oat  and  the  other  may  be  the  fault  of  the  railroad. 

Peden.  The  congestion  at  times  is  terrible  and  both  the  steamship  companies 
he  dock  company  are  taxed  to  the  utmost  and  in  spite  of  their  best,  efforts  dis- 
!nt  us.  Another  port  this  close  will  help  us. 

Warfield.  The  annual  congestion  at  Galveston  during  the  cotton  season  is 
!d  by  the  inability  of  the  railroads  to  deliver  promptly  to  the  Galveston  Wharf 
yho  in  turn  make  delivery  to  the  steamship,  and  frequently  results  in  notices 
the  railroads  to  their  cotton  friends  up  in  the  country  not  to  send  down  any 
cotton,  and  it  is  a  combination  of  circumstances  that  brings  about  this  conges- 
ill  due  to  the  fact  that  there  is  not  sufficient  terminal  facilities  to  care  for  berth- 
ips  and  not  enough  space  on  the  dock  for  the  railroads  to  unload  the  cotton. 
Beach.  Where  is  the  room  lacking — in  the  train  sheds,  so  that  they  can’t  take 
>tton  to  the  steamships,  or  in  the  warehouse  at  the  slips,  so  they  can’t  get  the 
l  from  the  car  to  the  vessel — or  how?  In  New  Orleans  the  trouble  there  is  due 
£  of  warehouse  facilities  and  of  switching  space.  The  cotton  will  be  unloaded 
he  cars  and  placed  on  the  warehouse  floors.  The  warehouse  floor  will  be  full 
i  the  morning.  At  7  a.  m.  the  steamship  begins  to  load  cotton  and  the  railroads 
on  unloading  as  much  as  possible.  By  2  o’clock  in  the  afternoon  the  vessel 
ken  all  that  was  on  the  warehouse  floor  and  what  was  put  on  and  has  to  stop 
g,  while  the  railroads  keep  on  unloading  cotton  on  the  floors  and  sometime  dur- 
e  night  they  stop,  so  that  the  thing  begins  over  again  in  the  morning,  and  the 
is,  as  I  say,  due  to  the  lack  of  warehouse  facilities  and  because  of  the  inability 
railroads  to  run  their  cars  in  fast  enough  for  unloading.  Now,  where  is  the 
e  in  Galveston?  Haven’t  they  got  enough  switching  space,  or  can’t  they  get 
:ars  to  the  vessel,  or  what? 

Warfield.  They  haven’t  enough  switching  space.  They  can  not  get  the  cot- 

!the  vessel  because  they  haven’t  a  place  to  unload  the  cars,  and,  in  addition  to 
he  vessel  is  lying  out  in  the  stream  waiting  to  get  into  the  dock, 
here  is  no  reason  for  that  to  happen  in  Galveston,  as  Col.  Riche  pointed  out 
yesterday,  that  there  is  a  great  deal  of  front  for  dockage  purposes  if  they  want 
it. — A.  I  know  there  is  a  large  amount  of  unimproved  space  in  Galveston, 
e  fact  is  that  this  congestion  is  an  annual  occurrence — running  from  three  to 
onths  and  the  merchants  of  Texas  suffer  severely  by  it,  and  they,  therefore, 
n’t  we  get  another  port  to  handle  this  business? 

would  say,  in  regard  to  that  matter,  from  some  letters  that  I  have  received  and 
>me  that  I  have  seen,  that  I  have  an  idea  that  the  officers  of  the  Missouri,  Kan- 
'exas  Railway  are  interested  in  the  development  of  that  port— now  they  have 
o  Galveston  wharves — and  I  would  like  to  ask  if  there  is  any  officer  present  who 
throw  any  light  on  that  fact? 


W\  A.  Webb,  general  manager  Missouri,  Kansas  &  Texas  Railway,  Dallas: 

lave  here  to-day  Mr.  J.  H.  Hill,  president  of  the  Galveston,  Houston  &  Hen- 
which  is  our  Galveston  extension,  and  he  is  about  the  best-posted  man  in 
,te  about  conditions  there,  and  I  would  like  Col.  Beach  to  call  on  him  to  make 
rnent  of  facts  regarding  conditions  at  Galveston. 

Beach.  We  would  like  to  hear  from  Mr.  Hill. 

Hill  not  present.  Mr.  Hill  being  paged.) 

Beach.  Mr.  Jones,  while  they  are  looking  for  Mr.  Hill  there  is  (me  other  fact 
Ivvhich  I  would  like  to  have  information.  Mr.  Peden  touched  on  it  when  he 
jpf  the  modesty  of  this  request.  Now,  there  is  a  question  regarding  the  estab- 
pt  of  a  port  at  this  point  which  is  entirely  from  an  engineering  side,  and  that  is. 
amount,  of  silt  which  the  Brazos  carries  and  the  deterioration  which  would 
result  and  the  expense  which  would  be  involved  in  keeping  the  channel  open, 
eans  of  avoiding  that,  the  quesuun  naturally  arises  as  to  whether  it  would  not 
er  for  the  Government  to  provide  a  channel  through  which  barges  could  be 
to  the  nearest  well-established  seaport.  The  Government  is  constructing  a 
is  you  know,  along  the  entire  Gulf  coast  and  has  built  the  line  along  the  Texas 
1  though  t,oo  shallow  for  use  which  the  waterway  will  eventually  have,  and  I 
flike  tp  ask  for  information  on  the  point  as  to  whether  the  products  of  this 
could  not  be  harged  to  Galveston  and  shipped  from  Galveston,  and  the  reason; 
i  vhv  not? 

.1.  A.  Jones.  As  to  the  matter  of  the  modesty  of  the  request,  we  are  leaking  no 
*  for  specific  amount  for  this  improvement,  as  this,  together  with  the  matter  of 
the  river,  is  a  condition  for  the  United  States  Engineer  Department  to  handle 
hJyzp  ih  connection  with  other  problems  of  the  situation — being  m&Uers  of 

f.  Doc.  1469,  63-3 - 4 
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expert  knowledge.  There  is  a  physical  possibility  of  barging  commerce  from  an 
Galveston,  but  it  would  be  at  such  a  tremendous  expense  that  all  benefit  of  the 
of  this  port  would  be  lost  and  the  added  cost  of  sending  traffic  through  the  cana 
barge  would  be  an  added  cost  for  every  ton;  would  be  prohibitive  and  prevent 
port  from  being,  of  its  present  material  assistance  to  the  shippers  and  business  ol 

Col.  Beach.  1  was  a  member  of  the  Board  of  Engineers  that  repoited  on  the 
of  canal  We  recommended  a  least  depth  of  7  feet.  We  were  overruled  m  V\ 
ington  and  a  depth  of  5  feet  was  adopted.  Now.  1  would  like  to  ask  it  you  c 
handle  your  business  on  a  5-foot  depth? 

A.  No,  sir.  _  _  . 

Q.  Could  you  handle  it  on  7  feet?  A.  No,  sir.  ,  .  . 

O.  What  depth  do  you  think  would  be  necessary?— A.  1  do  not  think  any  c 
depth  would  answer.  I  believe  25  feet  is  necessary.  We  are  unable  to  profit 
handle  the  business  at  this  port  on  the  depth  we  now  have— 18  feet 

Q.  I  was  asking  on  the  barge  channel  to  Galveston  or  a  barge  channel  to  An 
Bass? — A.  This  would  result  in  the  necessity  for  a  division  of  cargo,  extra  handl 
and  expenses,  and  could  not  be  commercially  operated  on  a  profitable  basis 

Q.  1  was  asking  if  you  could  handle  it  on  5  feet?  A.  The  expense  would  be 

Could  you  give  me  a  statement  as  to  what  the  expense  would  be?— A.  I  < 
not  give  it  off  hand.  It  would  be  a  matter  of  inquiry  into  the  costs  of  handlii 
canal  boats  of  light  draft  with  attendant  additional  expenses  and  handlings  as  op] 
to  ships.  I  would  be  glad  to  try  and  give  you  this  information  later. 

Q.  I  would  like  very  much  if  you  would  make  an  estimate  of  what  it  would 
you— what  the  additional  expense  or  the  percentage  of  expense— or  the  addil 
cost  per  ton  to  barge  the  products  to  and  from  Galveston  on  a  5-toot  canal  am 
on  a  7-foot  canal  and  send  it  to  Col.  Rich6. — A.  I  would  be  glad  to  i  ndertake  l 

do  the  best  I  can  with  it.  .  .  ,xr  ,• 

Q.  That  i»  a  question  that  will  arise.  The  question  will  come  up  m  _VVashiE 
I  am  sure. — A .  Are  you  referring  to  our  business  or  the  business  handled  th 

Q.  I  would  like  to  have  as  clear  a  statement  about  that  as  possible  for,  as  . 
before,  that  is  a  question  that  is  bound  to  arise  in  the.  consideration  of  this  mat 
Washington,  and  it  would  be  just  as  well  to  have  that  information  on  hand.  A. 
be  glad  to  have  something  on  hand,  as  soon  as  an  estimate  of  cost  can  be  prepai 


Mr.  A.  L.  Heed,  traffic  manager  Sanger  Bros.,  Dallas,  Tex.:  ^ 

I  want  to  answer  one  question  Col.  Beach  asked  this  afternoon.  He  aske 
Trumbull  if  it  wasn’t  the  fault  of  the  railroad  commission 

Col.  Beach.  I  didn’t  put  it  quite  that  way.  I  asked  if  it  could  not  be  settl 

the  railroad  commission.  .  .  .  ,  ■ 

Mr.  Reed.  The  rates  made  by  the  railroad  commission  are  standard  and  c 

change  as  a  whole:  an  occasional  change  in  the  rate  on  some  specific  commodit 
not  affect  what  is  known  as  the  through-class  rate.  The  steamship  companies 
adjust  their  port  to  port  rates  so  as  to  make  the  through  rate  from  New  Yor 
seaboard  territory  to  Texas  common  point  bear  a  relative  position  to  the  rate 
middle  western  territory  to  Texas  common  point.  For  instance,  the  rate  iron 
York  to  Galveston,  first  class,  via  Morgan  Steamship  Line,  is  75  cents;  the  rat 
Galveston  to  Dallas,  which  is  prescribed  by  the  Texas  Railroad  Commission  fc 
class  freight,  is  87  cents.  These  two  rates  will  make  what  is  known  as  a  combi 
of  locals  from  New  York  to  Dallas.  A  glance  at  the  steamship  companies  t) 
rate  will  show  that  it  is  also  $1.72.  This  rate  is  made  so  that  freight  from  well-c 
territories  will  move  by  water  and  the  remainder  will  move  via  rail.  Whether 
this  is  a  result  of  an  agreement  between  water-and-rail  carriers  I  can  not  sa 
nevertheless  the  water  carriers’  rates  have  heretofore  up  to  the  time  of  mdep 
competition  been  so  adjusted  as  to  move  certain  freight  from  defined  territor 
water  and  the  remainder  via  rail.  Cheaper  water  rates  from  New  York  to  lex* 
would  undoubtedly  move  a  larger  quantity  of  traffic  through  these  gateways,  a 
only  manner  in  which  we  may  hope  to  establish  cheap  water  rates  is  by  acti 

honest  competition.  , 

Col  Beach.  It  is  a  well-known  fact  that  your  State  railroad  commission  c 
the  schedule  to  meet  particular  cases.  For  instance,  if  the  Government  dei 
buy  cement  for  its  public  works,  such  as  the  locks  on  the  Brazos  and  the  locks 
Trinity  it  is  met  by  the  conditions  that  the  cement  companies  of  Eastern  bl, 
their  bi’ds  bid  such  a  price  if  the  State  railroad  commission  maintains  the  pres( 
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f  cement,  but  if  the  State  railroad  commission  changes  the  rate  on  cement  the  price 
11  be  so  much  f.  o.  b.  Galveston  plus  the  changed  rate. 

[Mr.  Reed.  You  are  referring  to  the  rates  on  particular  commodities,  which  move 
ider  what  is  known  as  the  commodity  rate.  The  basis  of  all  freight  rates  and  of  all 
ese  commodity  rates  is  the  class  rate.  The  first-class  rate  from  Galveston  to  Dallas 
87  cents. 

Col.  Beach.  The  large  amount  of  goods  move  under  class  rates.  Can  you  not  also 
g't  commodity  rates? 

Y  All  the  rates  governing  traffic  could  not  be  possibly  made  into  commodity  rates, 
(mmodity  rates  usually  apply  from  one  specific  point  to  another  and  very  seldom 
aply  in  the  opposite  direction.  They  are  most  always  made  to  meet  some  condition 
o [competition  and  do  not  apply  to  all  traffic  in  general.  Class  rates,  on  the  other  hand, 
rl\  apply  m  any  direction  and  on  all  manner  of  traffic.  It  would  not  be  possible  to 
ptce  all  rates  in  what  is  known  as  the  commodity  tariffs. 

Jol.  Beach.  The  great  beauty  of  railroad  rates  is  that  you  can  not  get  them  all  in 
&  classes. 

1  They  are  all  originally  in  the  class  rate,  and  sometimes  a  commodity  rate  is  made 
lan  exception  to  meet  some  peculiar  condition  between  specific  points,  but  a  com- 
idity  rate  does  not  apply  on  all  traffic  in  general  of  a  similar  nature.  I  mean  by 
il3,  a  commodity  rate  on  cement  from  Galveston  to  San  Antonio  would  not  apply 
Ecement  from  Houston  to  Dallas,  but  a  class  rate  from  Galveston  to  San  Antonio  on 
silent  would  be  applicable  from  Houston  to  Dallas  in  proportion  to  the  mileage 
ptance. 

I  Is  that  a  question  that  would  have  anything  to  do  with  the  Seaboard  &  Gulf 
amship  Co. ?  How  does  that  question  come  in  on  the  charges? — A.  Yes,  sir.  Take, 
instance,  the  first-class  rate  of  the  Seaboard  &  Gulf  Steamship  Co.,  which  is  55 
ts  for  first-class  freight,  as  compared  with  the  Morgan  Line  freight  rate  of  75  cents 
[first  class.  Both  of  these  rates  apply  from  New  York  City  proper  to  Texas  seaports, 
veston,  and  Freeport,  respectively.  The  rate  of  the  Seaboard  &  Gulf  Steamship 
?  will  allow  freight  from  a  larger  territory  in  and  around  New  York  to  move  via 
’er  than  will  the  rate  of  the  Morgan  Line,  and  thereby  create  a  larger  water  tonnage 
ough  this  port.  I  mean  by  this  that  the  steamship  freight  rate  is  more  or  less  a 
eming  factor  as  to  how  the  freight  shall  move  from  the  eastern  territory.  Another 
■jUre  of  charges  at  Galveston  is  the  forwarding  agents,  which  we  have  found  necessary 
maintain  and  which  is  not  necessary  at  Freeport.  We  have  in  the  courts  now 
Ration  which  further  tends  to  burden  commerce  through  Galveston  with  what  is 
awn  as  the  loading  charges  for  wharf  freight.  All  of  these  things  are  not  now  neces- 
a  at  Freeport. 

l|.  Do  these  forwarding  agents  represent  the  steamships  or  the  railroads?— -A.  They 
B  'esent  the  shippers. 

T°7h0m  are  ^ose  charges  paid? — A.  They  are  paid  to  the  forwarding  agents. 
H  ^  j  y°u  can  not  get  either  the  railroads  or  the  steamship  companies  to  send 
r(r  goods  through  Galveston  without  such  a  charge?— A.  That  is  right. 

]•  How  has  that  custom  grown? — A.  It  grew  up  when  the  Texas  Steamship  Co. 
ri  t  into  business,  and  the  requirements  made  it  necessary  to  send  our  business  to 
Mvoston  and  rebill  it.  We  do  the  same  with  the  Seaboard  &  Gulf,  and  there  are  no 
irardmg  charges. 

‘.  Is  that  forwarding  charge  on  all  goods  that  come  through  Galveston?— A.  It  is 
Dll  classes. 

p  i  would  like  to  ask  one  other  question.  Is  that  forwarding  charge  an  important 

661  ■  How  much  does  that  amount  to,  Mr.  Reed?— A.  It  amounts  to  about  $150 
emonth. 

■ \  How  much  on  a  ton? — A.  It  amounts  to  a  cent  a  hundred. 

I  How  long  has  that  been  going  on? — A.  Since  1908.  Before  that  the  freight  went 
ahrough  billing.  . 

fj  Who  are  these  forwarding  men  who  take  the  forwarding  business  now?  Are 
f  brokers?— A.  They  are,  most  of  them,  men  who  have  business  as  brokers.  Some 
‘  Lem  have  stevedore  companies. 

.*  I  understand  you  to  state  that  you  can’t  have  your  goods  forwarded  to  Dallas 
i  out  paymg  that  charge? — A.  Yes,  sir;  by  paying  about  20  cents  more  a  hundred. 

4T1W  Jackson,  secretary  and  treasurer  Seaboard  &  Gulf  Steamship  Co.,  Free  - 

(,loneC  I  don’t  know  that  I  can  add  anything  very  much  to  what  has  been  said 

Qj3s  1  8lve  you  a  small  history  or  account  of  how  the  Seaboard  &  Gulf  came  into 
Hence. 
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Col.  Beach.  Would  be  glad  to  have  that. 

Mr.  Jackson.  Mr.  Hughes  and  mysell  own  the  Houston  &  Brazos  Valley  Kail 

road  Co.  .  jgj 

The  Texas  City  Steamship  Co.  started  operations  at  Texas  City  at  the  time  when 
there  were  no  rates  in  existence  to  the  interior  of  Texas,  except  these  through  rate  \ 
which  Mr.  Reed  has  just  mentioned.  Immediately  when  they  started  operation  I 
the  old  lines  put  in  effect  port-to-port  rates  which  made  up  a  combination  with  th 
railroads  from  Galveston  to  the  interior  much  cheaper  than  the  through  rate.  Oj 
course,  that  combination  varied  as  the  charges  that  were  made  m  the  port-to-por 
steamship  rate.  If  they  were  lowered,  they  lowered  the  combination  to  the  mterioi 
That  developed  into  quite  a  steamship  war,  and  rates  were  very  low.  1  suppose  th 
average  through  rate  on  that  combination  would,  at  the  time  it  was  at  its  lowesll 
have  been  40  to  50  per  cent  lower  than  the  rate  existing  before  the  rate  war  s  artec 
Mr.  Warfield  at  that  time  was  traffic  manager  for  the  Mallory  Steamship  bo.,  and  hi 

can  probably  tell  you  more  about  that.  .  .  ,.  .  i 

When  the 'Mallory  Co.  bought  out  the  Texas  City  Line  it  was  immediately  announce 
that  all  these  rates  would  be  advanced.  The  shippers  of  Texas  had  a  right  to  assum 
that  in  a  short  time  these  advances  would  restore  the  rates  back  to  their  recent  figure) 
They  looked  over  the  matter  and  it  was  fatal  to  their  interests,  and  they  called  a  mee 
ing  in  north  Texas  looking  to  the  establishment  of  a  steamship  line,  to  be  backed  an 
owned  by  the  Texas  merchants,  and  they  finally  accepted  a  proposition  from  M 
Hughes  and  myself  to  accept  this  as  their  port  and  take  the  Houston  &  Brazos  \  alle  j 
Co  into  their ‘organization.  In  looking  around  for  the  best  talent  that  they  cou 
find  to  handle  their  affairs,  they  chose  Mr.  Warfield  as  manager— a  man  of  possibl 
the  broadest  experience  of  anv  traffic  man  in  the  steamship  world  at  that  time.  J 
It  wasn’t  a  question  with  the  merchants  in  organizing  tins  company  as  to  whethl 
they  were  going  to  make  money  out  of  the  enterprise,  and  it  wasn  t  a  question  wifi 
them  to  see  how  low  they  could  get  rates;  but  the  uppermost  question  m  their  mmn 
was  to  be  in  at  the  rate  making,  to  have  a  hearing  to  which  they  were  entitled,  and  I 

have  at  all  times  equitable  rates.  .  ,  ,  ,,  ,  ,  „  -I 

It  developed  during  the  period  that  we  were  operating  only  one  boat,  that  not  on.| 
the  advance  that  had  been  announced  at  the  time  the  Texas  City  Line  was  wit  I 
drawn  was  withdrawn,  but  that  there  were  very  few  advances  made  after  that,  ar 
now  the  whole  rate  situation  from  Seaboard  territory  to  the  interior  of  Texas  is  possib 

an  average  of  20  per  cent  less  than  it  was  for  20  years  prior  to  that  time.  .  J 

It  is  a  fact,  Colonel,  that  the  Seaboard  &  Gulf  Co.  saves  m  controlling  its  termimj 
at  this  port,  I  would  say,  an  average  of  50  per  cent  per  ton  That  is  made  up  in  the! 
base  of  rates.  If  they  had  to  go  to  Galveston  and  pay  out  that  50  per  cent  they  won 
have  to  put  it  on  the  shippers  of  Texas.  There  would  be  no  other  way  out  oi  it.  1  r 
would  lose  the  business  they  want  and  they  would  have  to  go  out  of  existence  I 
It  is  absolute Iv  necessarv  for  the  existence  of  the  Seaboard  k  Gulf  Steamship 
that  the  port  of  Freeport  be  opened  and  kept  open,  and  it  is  necessary  that  we  hav<, 
depth  of  water  that  will  enable  us  to  move  the  northbound  commerce  that  original! 

J)ere  . 

It  is  not  a  question  of  the  saving  on  rates  on  the  small  amount  of  tonnage  that  I 
move  by  our  two  small  boats,  but  the  great  question  to  the  Texas  merchants,  and  1 
one  that  has  brought  them  to  this  hearing,  is  the  saving  on  rates  on  the  immense  tc  j 
nage— some  60,000  tons  per  month— that  moves  by  other  lines;  and  they  know  f| 
well  that  if  we  should  retire  from  the  field  to-day  that  those  old  rates  would  be  £ 
vanced  to  the  old  basis.  This  is  why  the  Seaboard  &  Gulf  has  come  into  existen 
and  the  development  of  this  port  is  absolutely  necessary  for  this  company  to  staj 

^^(ToL^Beach.  Could  you  give  Col.  Riclffi  a  statement  inside  of  a  week  of  the  eh  j 

•the  Seaboard  &  Gulf  had  bn  rates?  r  .  f  . 

Mr  Jackson.  I  would  suggest,  Colonel,  that  Mr.  Warfield  give  you  a  list  of 
rates  that  were  in  effect  in  1908  by  the  old  lines  on  all  classes  and  some  cornmoditi 
and  the  rates  that  those  same  lines  are  carrying  to-day,  showing  the  difference, 
will  set  it  out  so  clearly  that  you  can  easily  see  the  effect  due  to  the  Seaboard  &  b 

°PQraDoes  the  Seaboard  &  Gulf  issue  through  bills  of  lading  to  interior  places?- 

No  sir.  Only  from  port-to-port  bills  of  lading. 

Q.  There  are  no  forwarding  charges  from  this  port? — A.  Yes,  sir.  1  here  is  a  no 

nal  charge  made  of  $1  per  car.  A 

Col.  Beach.  Mr.  Reed,  I  presume  that  the  firm  of  Sanger  Bros,  obtain  a  good  o 

of  goods  direct  from  Europe? 

Mr.  Reed.  Thev  do,  sir. 
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Q.  Could  you  furnish  Col.  Riche  with  a  statement  as  to  the  cost  of  freight  rates 
1  ton  on  the  goods  received  from  one  or  two  of  the  principal  European  ports — also 
e  cost  of  the  goods  from  New  York  on  through  bills  of  lading— also  on  the  freight 
es  when  you  pay  the  forwarding  agent?— A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  I  would  like  is  a  statement  this  way — showing  the  comparative  cost  to 
9  merchant  m  Dallas  upon  freight  from  a  European  port  and  of  freight  from  New 
irk  that  is,  when  I  say  freight,  the  total  carrying  charges  from  points  of  origin  to 
Istmation— from  a  European  port  until  it  arrives  in  Dallas  and  from  New  York  to 
,Uas,  both  by  local  and  through  bills  of  lading? 

\Ir.  Reed.  Both  through  Freeport  and  Galveston? 
ol.  Beach.  Yes,  sir.  So  that  we  can  get  a  good  comparison. 


dr.  J.  H  Hill,  vice  president  and  general  manager  Galveston,  Houston  &  Hen- 
rson  Railroad,  Galveston,  Tex.:  • 

ol.  Beach.  Mr.  Hill,  there  have  been  statements  made  this  afternoon  concerning 

•  congestion  that  exists  at  times  at  Galveston,  and  I  would  like  very  much  if  vou 
uid  teli  us  the  cause  of  that  congestion— to  what  it  is  due  and  what  in  your  opinion 
ild  be  done  to  remedy  it? 

li .  Hill.  Congestion  exists  at  all  ports  at  some  times.  I  have  been  in  Galveston 
years  and  have  haa  three  congestions.  Two  of  those  congestions  were  due  to  lack 
ihip  tonnage.  One  congestion  was  due  to  a  strike  of  switchmen  right  in  the  middle 
he  season.  When  we  got  behind  we  could  not  catch  up. 
hi.  Beach.  The  lack  of  ship  tonnage? 

fr.  Hill.  Yes,  sir.  The  matter  of  congestion  might  be  said  to  have  been  due  to 
k  of  ships.  It  is  often  due  to  the  people  rather  than  the  railroads.  The  shippers 
e  contracted  for  delivery,  say  for  the  last  half  of  November— market  conditions 
ke  it  tavoi able  for  them  to  buy  earlier  and  they  have  shipped  in  advance  of  their 
tract  dates  to  Galveston  and  then  expect  the  ship  agent  to  take  care  of  it.  The 
'?  agent  having  made  his  arrangements  in  accordance  with  the  contract  date  finds 
lseit  with  cargo  that  he  is  unable  to  take  care  of,  consequently  his  wharf  gets  con- 

hd  and  we  have  to  hold  cars.  That  is  not  really  due  to  the  railroads,  lack  of 

J.iltlOS . 

-s  regards  the  possibility  of  avoiding  congestion  there  are  so  many  figures  that  enter 
!)  a  question  like  that.  Now,  last  year  we  anticipated  that' we  might  have  a 
irrence  of  the  year  before  when  we  did  have  a  serious  blockade  in  Galveston 
m  thousands  of  cars  were  held  up.  That  was  all  due  to  an  overbooking  of  cotton 
he  part  of  the  ship  agents.  The  rates  were  very  high,  60  to  65  cents,  which  were 
v  alluring  to  the  ship  agents  to  book  more  cotton  than  they  had  ship  tonnage  for 
get  ship  tonnage  later.  Last  year  1  put  in  12  miles  of  trackage  in  anticipation 
congestion— this  cost  me  $133,000,  and  I  have  not  had  one  load  on  the  12  miles 

•  I  hat  was  due  to  the  extreme  weather  conditions  that  destroyed  such  a  large 
ion  of  the  Texas  cotton?— A.  We  will  probably  have  within  1,000,000  hales  of  it 
!ne  and  a  half  million  bales  less  than  we  expected.  As  I  said  before,  I  had  put 
“  rni!Jes  of  trackage,  and  the  other  railroads  did  the  same  thing  on  a  smaller  scale, 
■egard  to  the  congestion  at  Galveston — all  ports  have  it.  New  Orleans  is  referred 
s  tne  city  of  blockades.”  I  don’t  think  the  city  of  Galveston  is  sufficiently 
ect  to  congestion  that  it  should  cause  any  comments. 

.  The  statement  was  made  that  the  railroads  sent  out  circulars  not  to  forward 
more  cotton  to  Galveston? — A.  Yes,  sir:  in  1913. 

.  It  was  the  winter  of  the  1912-13  season?— A.  Yes,  sir. 

•  The  congestion  was  caused  by  what?— A.  The  lack  of  ship  tonnage.  WTe  could 
p  delivered  twice  as  much  if  we  had  had  the  ships.  There  was  a  scarcity  of  ships 
ver  the  world  The  rates  were  never  higher.  And  when  that  condition  obtained 
mght  have  all  the  facilities  m  the  world  and  still  get  blockaded. 

•  Hid  the  railroad  send  the  notice  individually  or  was  it  sent  by  the  traffic  asso- 

°n  — A.  It  was  sent  out  by  each  operating  office  according  to  the  condition  over 
wm  line. 

Is  there  enough  trackage  in  Galveston  to  handle  the  freight  that  goes  to  and 
es  irom  the  ships?— A.  Yes,  sir.  If  there  are  enough  ships  to  take  it  we  have 
ei  cent  moie  than  is  necessary.  If  the  ships  do  not  come  and  the  shipments 
inue  coming  m  there  is  no  port  in  the  United  States  that  would  not  be  blockaded, 

I  might  sav  that  under  normal  or  reasonably  abnormal  conditions  Galveston  is 
supp  ied.  I  have  side  trackage  on  Galveston  Island  of  about  50  miles;  the 
a  ,>  ttS  a1)0ut  30 :  the  Tunity  A  Brazos  Yallev  has  about  26:  the  Galveston, 
*3  on  &  Henderson  has  about  33  miles.  In  other  words,  we  only  use  our  maximum 
■  months  m  the  year,  and  the  other  months  they  remain  idle,  but  we  try  to  always 
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provide  for  our  maximum.  I  think  at  Galveston  the  congestion  is  not  caused  by  tl 
facilities  but  is  on  account  of  lack  of  ships  to  meet  the  requirements 

O  I  stated  before  that  I  was  under  the  impression  from  the  letters  which  I  leceive 
from  some  of  the  officers  of  the  Missouri,  Kansas  &  Texas,  and  also  from  some  othe 
that  I  received,  that  they  were  interested,  considerably  so,  m  the  establishment  of 
port  here  at  Freeport,  and  as  the  Missouri,  Kansas  &  Texas  had  access  to  the  seaboai 
and  to  the  good  harbor  at  Galveston,  I  thought  some  representative  of  the  road  couj 
throw  some  light  on  that  matter? — A.  If  I  fully  understand  your  question 

O  I  was  asking  why  the  officers  of  the  Missouri  ,  Kansas  &  Texas  were  interest* 
hb  1  / _ x  _x  XT _ TU-cwns  whpn  t.hev  alreadv  had  acce 


Q  I  was  asking  why  the  othcers  ox  ine  lviibbouii,  i  a  a 

in  the  ertablishment  of  a  port  at  the  mouth  of  the  Brazos  when  they  already  had  acce 
to  a  port  at  Galveston?— A.  I  am  unable  to  read  their  mind!. 

Q  They  haven’t  taken  you  into  their  confidence?  A.  JNo,  sir. 

O  I  didn’t  know  but  that  there  might  be  some  questions  m  that  regard  bean, 
quite  materially  on  the  effect  of  establishing  a  port  here.-A.  It  would  be  purely  spec 

latCoh  Be S.POfcourse.  we  didn’t  expect  you  to  answer,  if  you  didn’t  know  definitel 


Mr.  A.  P.  Foute,  vice  president  Boren-Stewart  Co.,  wholesale  grocers,  Dallas,  Tei 

I  can  only  emphasize  the  remarks  already  made,  and  concur  fully.  a,nd  there  are  ji 
l  can  oiiiy  wup® _  i;  f  Business  the  commodities  are  large 


twofacts  I^rfi^itbring  out;  first,  in  our  line  of  business  the  commodities  are  large 
perishable,  “nd  we  can  not  hold  them  at  any  port  for  any  length  of  time  without  possil 

l0T  was  rather  skeptical  of  Mr.  Warfield’s  steamship  proposition  but  believe  it  will 
entirely  successful  if  this  port  is  opened,  as  has  been  requested  here.  Mr.  Warfie.. 
in  talking  to  me  about  his  proposition,  has  been  frank  m  reference  to  the  water  con 
tions  here  being  uncertain,  and  knowing  the  conditions  m  Galveston  being  so  neai 
impossible  for  any  independent  steamship  line,  I  felt  it  was  problematical  as  to  th 

8UW<Tare  notoco^nected^ witli  itoiJ a  stockholder,  but  have  watched  its  career  with 
terest  and  have  given  it  business  when  we  could.  We  tried  to  support  them,  as 
wanted  the  venture  to  be  a  success.  I  think  that  with  400  miles  of  coast  line  m  e. 
H^s  absolutely  necessary  to  have  two  prominent  ports  or  mpre^  I  don’t  believe  we  ( 
ever  mffintain  competitive  conditions  on  steamship  rates  m  Texas  under  present  c 
evei  maJ™*AIL  Jf  .  £  n  onlv  01ie  port  We  do  not  want  cut  rates  or  unnecessai 

Stable  rates.  Any  other  conditions  would 

U1TTiere  was  a ‘question  Colonel,  that  you  asked  Mr.  Jones,  that  I  want  to  say  a  i 
A  that  is  about  barging  from  Galveston  to  this  port.  Speaking  ab 

mir  own  individual  business,  this  would  be  entirely  impracticable  to  us  to  give  busir 
through  this  port  on  a  barge  basis,  as  we  already  have  enough  delay,  and  could 

StAsdan  through  this  port  .when  we  get  the  Pan, 

Canal  opened  our  tonnage  from  the  seaboard  territory.  New  York  and  Baltimi 
is  probably  annually  100  cars.  With  the  opening  of  the  Panama  Canal  we  could  m 
our  entire^western  coast  business  this  way,  which  would  be  about  two  or  ^ire®  ^ 
as  much  as  our  eastern  business.  We  are  go  mg  to  increase  the  tonnage  of our ffiusu 
by  water  in  this  way  through  a  Texas  port  that  has  heretofore  been  moving  by  trs 

CYheequtestion1ufacompetition  is  paramount  in  my  mind,  and  has  been  ever  since 
had  the  Texas  Steamship  Co.  show  us  they  could  at  some  profit  handle  freight  from 
seiboard  a  good  deal  cheaper  than  we  had  done  previously  It  gave  wonde 
Dossibmties  to  the  people  of  this  State,  and  certainly  enabled  the  consumers  m 
entire  section  to  buy  more  at  a  less  price.  I  do  not  know  that  I  have  anything 

‘Toh  BEACH*’ You  made  ^statement  that  you  were  not  a  stockholder  in  the  I 
board  &  Gulf  Line,  and  that  it  was  impossible  to  establish  a  line  to  G^vestom 
Mr  Foute.  In  my  judgment  it  was  impossible  to  establish  and  maintain  a  ste 
ship  line  to  Galveston  on  account  of  the  conditions  prevailing  there  regarding  c 
and  regarding  conditions  that  have  always  been  there,  and  through  that  poit 

ha0e  matysplcraYonditi*es??Y:  No  competition  through  Texas  ports  The  . 
competition ptefiLsly  was  through  a  line  to  Texas  City,  and  that  was  absorbed 

line  * ’j <'th  or words!  you  main l  ain  that  there  has  been  a  combination  to  maintain , 
by  the  steamship  companies  that  enter  Galveston?-A.  I  do  ^t  «iy  that  ttie* 
combination  but  the  effect  has  appeared  that  way.  The  Lone  btar  btate  - 
attempted  a  number  of  years  ago  to  operate  through  Galveston  and  made  a  failu. 
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I  would  like  to  ask  Mr.  Hughes  or  Mr.  Warfield  as  to  what  guarantee  the  United 
3  would  have  if  it  spent  a  million  or  two  for  improving  the  harbor  here  that  the 
>ard  &  Gulf  would  not  sell  out  at  the  first  opportunity  at  a  greater  profit  than  they 
l  have  made  in  running  the  business  for  10  years  themselves? 

Hughes.  If  the  United  States  will  get  behind  us  we  will  give  them  any  kind 
larantee  they  want. 

W.  A.  Webb,  general  manager  Missouri,  Kansas  &  Texas  Railroad,  Dallas,  Tex.: 

,  attention  was  first  directed  to  the  Freeport  proposition  by  reason  of  trying  to 
orthbound  tonnage  for  our  trains.  Our  traffic  divides  itself  in  the  proportion 
s-third  north  and  two-thirds  south  bound,  and  we  found  that  the  new  steam- 
in  e  that  is  operating  here  was  controlling  a  large  amount  of  tonnage  and  we 
jetting  none  of  it.  In  an  effort  to  control  some  of  this  tonnage,  after  negotia- 
we  became  interested  in  the  establishment  of  this  port. 

ther  reason  is  that  the  owners  of  property  at  Galveston  have  advanced  values 
h  an  extent  that  anyone  desirous  of  locating  warehouses,  unless  they  are  very 
financially,  has  found  it  impossible  to  put  warehouses  at  either  Texas  City  or 
ston.  There  is  a  very  keen  demand  at  the  present  time  on  the  part  of  a  large 
Lt  of  small  merchants.  Such  firms  as  the  American  Steel  &  Iron  Co.,  who 
vareliouses,  have  decided  advantages  over  the  smaller  firms,  and  these  smaller 
lesire  to  establish  distribution  warehouses  at  some  point  on  the  coast  from  which 
an  make  shipments  to  the  interior  parts  of  the  State.  We  felt  that  this  demand 
certainly  result  in  the  development  of  a  port  which  would  give  the  necessary 
ty  for  the  erection  of  such  warehouses,  and  it  seemed  to  us  that  the  Freeport 
ition,  with  the  comparatively  deep  water  and  the  sulphur  tonnage  (some  of 
we  hoped  to  handle)  and  also  the  development  of  the  steamship  line,  war- 
!  our  becoming  interested.  If  we  can  get  25  feet  of  water  we  feel  sure  that  all 
anticipations  will  be  more  than  realized,  principally  upon  the  fact  that  we 
that  the  moment  that  25  feet  of  water  is  assured  there  will  be  a  large  number 
s  who  will  locate  warehouses  here,  and  this  will  necessarily  bring  the  operation 
mship  lines  to  this  point. 

guarantee  of  transportation  to  the  Government  is  the  same  as  it  is  with  the 
ds;  transportation  lines  will  operate  where  there  is  tonnage.  The  operation  of 
mses  at  this  point  will  guarantee  the  tonnage  southbound  and  the  sulphur, 
ill  guarantee  the  tonnage  northbound  that  they  seek. 

Beach.  Mr.  Jones,  Mr.  Webb  has  just  said  that  he  knows  of  warehouse  people 
ill  locate  here.  Have  you  covered  this  point  or  are  there  others? 

Tones.  I  think  there  are  others. 

Beach.  I  would  like  Mr.  Webb  to  send  a  list  to  Col.  Riche.  Can  you  do  that 

ibb? 

Aebb.  I  will  do  so. 


following  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  from  the  Freeport  and  Tampico  Fuel  Oil  Cor¬ 
ns  which  was  submitted  for  record  herein:) 

j  LETTER  OF  FREEPORT  AND  TAMPICO  FUEL  OIL  CORPORATION. 

New  York,  June  17,1914. 

fere.  In  the  matter  of  deepening  the  harbor  of  Freeport,  Tex.,  we  beg  to 
Y  RrgG  that  this  work  be  proceeded  with  at  the  earliest  possible  moment, 
company,  which  controls  a  large  production  of  Mexican  oil  from  properties 
m  the  heart  of  the  Panuco  district  near  Tampico,  owns  terminals  there,  with 
amount  of  steel- tank  storage  for  oil  which  it  is  absolutely  unable  to  make 
>n  account  of  insufficiency  of  water  in  the  harbor  of  Freeport  to  accommodate 
of  very  moderate  draft.  We  own  a  tank  steamer  capable  of  carrying  800,000 
fif  oil  per  annum  to  that  port  and  could  secure  contracts  there  for  this  amount 
f  we  could  deliver  it.  While  this  tank  steamer  draws  only  about  22  feet  of 
oaded,  we  are  barred  from  the  harbor  of  Freeport  and  the  large  business  we 
ecure  there  wholly  on  account  of  lack  of  sufficient  water  to  carrv  a  vessel  of 
lerate  draft  of  this  one. 

rust  that  you  will  ,  ppreciate  the  enormous  benefits  that  will  accrue  not  only 
own  of  Freeport  and  to  a  large  section  of  the  State  of  Texas  through  having  a 
ly  theie  adequate  for  the  entrance  of  ocean  vessels,  but  to  outside  interests 
afiould  be  able  to  bring  their  products  into  that  port.  It  is  not  only  desirable, 


r  ^ 
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but  most  necessary,  .hat  this  work  be  prosecuted  in  a  vigorous  manner,  so  as  to 
the  needed  relief  with  as  little  delay  as  possible. 

Very  truly,  yours,  p>  Thornton  Wilson,  I 

Second  Vice  Preside 


Col.  L.  H.  Beach,  Corps  of  Engineers. 


(The  following  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  by  Mr.  E.  P.  tloefle,  of  Velasco,  for 
herein.)  letter  of  mu.  E.  p.  hoefle. 


Velasco,  Tex.,  June  23, 19. 

(iENTLFMEN-  I  desire  to  present  you  a  few  facts  in  favor  of  the  lurtlier  in 
mtmt  (rf XTmouth  of  the  iCzos  River  with  a  view  of  securing  a  depth  of  25 

of  ™lr  whS  at  thafthne.  During  all  of  these  years  there  were  milhoW  p. 
of  coastwise  freight  unloaded  at  our  wharves  consisting  ^  l  “£e  VeSel’s  had  a 

H^caaM eoti. 

11 ‘X  SKSS  r; 

there  was  enough  water  to  allow  them  to  carry  full  cargoes. 

The  Bmzos  fiiver.  as  all  know,  is  the  largest  navigable  river  we^  of  the  M  s* 
It  has  an  avera<>e  width  of  about  550  feet  for  a  distance  of  5  01  b  miles  trom  its 
Theav“de»th  is  probably  15  feet,  but  this  could  be  ^  if 

are  not  many  shoal  places,  and  when  once  dredged  to  a  depth  ot  25  feet 

dVfe  riveHront^mulkMe*  in'the  harbor  on  either  side  of  the  river  is  about  16 
,1,  of  this  frontage  is  available  for  railroad  terminals,  lactones,  refineries,  and  J 
ftctoi^planl  Evety  foot  of  it  can  be  reached  by  railway  tracks,  and  all  of  the 
lore  is  ^  owned  and  controlled  that  any  commercial  enterprise  would  have 
dTffii  ultv  in  securing  as  much  of  it  as  their  particular  enterprise  might  need,  a 
A?tTs  \Lk\nrr7is  to  secure  an  adequatS  depth  of  water  and  the  manufac 
enterprises  and  shipping  interests  would  soon  avail  themselves  of  the  oppo 

nwi^ewdtitot.2wntey  Brazos  Harbor  will  become  one  of  the  leading  b 

0Yh^  landlocked  harbor  west  of  the  MiseisJj 

■ns  rcsssam  srftSS*- *«r«53S 
tsti  si  sssssiss:  '-a  w« attaats  X 

bottom  or  banks.  That  the  harbor  should  be  close  enourii  to th®  T  n u*  fouod 
available  for  a  naval  station.  These  requirements,  I  believe,  will  all  be  louno 

BTwHhrits  present  available  river  frontage  it  has  ample  room  to  accomm^ 
entire  commerce  of  the  great  Northwest,  the  natural  outlet  of  which  is  through  ti 
nnrts  R  has  ample  room  for  wharves  slips,  and  railway  terminals,  and  amp! 
C  all  manner  oKnZturing  enterprise^  For  this  reason  there  need  never 
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qgestion  or  blockade  of  traffic  as  it  now  sometimes  occurs  at  the  leading  ports  on  the 
ilf,  for  here  there  is  room  for  hundreds  of  vessels  and  miles  upon  miles  of  trackage. 

I.  It  is  the  only  port  on  the  Texas  coast  now  not  dominated  by  some  great  railway 
jtem  or  private  corporation,  wharf  company,  or  terminal  company.  The  greater 
rtion  of  the  river  front  is  still  in  the  hands  of  numerous  individuals  and  may  yet  be 
:ured  for  the  price  of  ordinary  acreage  land . 

>.  Competent  engineers,  both  military  and  civil,  the  members  of  the  Rivers  and 
rbors  Committee  of  the  House  of  Representatives  and  their  engineers,  and  many 
ters  competent  to  judge,  who  have  at  various  times  thoroughly  inspected  the  harbor, 
unhesitatingly  declare  that  it  is  one  of  the  best  undeveloped  deep-water  projects 
the  entire  United  States;  that  it  presents  fewer  engineering  difficulties  than  any 
er;  and  that  a  harbor  can  be  developed  and  maintained  at  the  mouth  of  the  Brazos 
rer  for  a  fraction  of  the  amounts  now  being  appropriated  to  develop  less-favored 
bors. 

.  The  opening  of  the  Panama  Canal  will  make  it  necessary  for  commerce,  especially 
t  of  the  great  Northwest,  to  avail  itself  of  every  outlet  on  the  Gulf  coast.  The 
tzos  Harbor,  being  as  near  the  canal  as  any  other'Texas  port,  will  necessarily  com- 
id  a  great  amount  of  this  business,  provided  an  adequate  depth  of  water  is  assured. 

.  The  National  Government  is  now  expending  hundreds  of  thousands  of  dollars  to 
>rove  and  make  navigable  the  Brazos  River  from  its  mouth  up  to  Waco.  This  will 
n  up  for  agricultural  purposes  millions  of  acres  of  the  most  fertile  lands  in  the  United 
tes  which,  by  reason  of  lack  of  transportation  facilities,  now  lies  unproductive, 
s  land  will  produce  many  bales  of  cotton  and  tons  of  sugar,  and  it  is  but  natural  to 
mme  that  this  product  will  find  its  way  down  the  river  to  the  port  for  export,  and 
jcially  will  this  be  so  with  cotton,  for  this  commodity  can  be  barged  down  the  river 
hip  side  for  export  at  a  saving  of  75  cents  to  SI. 25  per  bale  over  rail  rates  from  near 
ats  at  which  cotton  is  now  produced. 

he  commerce  through  the  port  at  present  is  handicapped  by  lack  of  sufficient  water, 
an  not  seek  other  ports,  except  at  a  loss  to  its  business.  With  a  depth  of  25  feet  I  am 
dv  convinced  that  within  12  months  after  such  depth  is  assured  the  tonnage  in  and 
through  the  port  will  be  more  than  quadrupled,  and  that  is  considering  only  the 
iness  of  the  present  shipping  interests  engaged  at  this  port. 

ich  a  depth  being  assured  would  quickly  attract  other  shipping  interests  and  manu- 
uring  interests  as  well,  and  it  would  be  but  a  short  while  before  the  port  would  take 
dace  where  it  should,  as  one  of  the  leading  and  safest  ports  on  the  Gulf  of  Mexico.  . 
lere  can  be  no  gainsaying  the  fact  that  the  development  of  the  port  to  its  fullest 
icity  will  become  absolutely  necessary  when  commerce  begins  to  flow  through  the 
ama  Canal.  That  time  is  here  now,  and  if  for  no  other  reason  than  for  this  the 
rer  of  the  people  for  the  development  of  this  port  should  be  speedily  granted, 
espectfully  submitted. 


>1.  L.  H.  Beach  and  Lieut.  Col.  C.  S.  Riche, 

Corps  of  Engineers. 


E.  P.  Hoefle. 


r.  J.  T.  Gibbons,  vice  president  and  general  manager  Houston  Packing  Co., 

ston,  Tex.: 

ust  wish  to  concur  in  the  statements  made  by  other  shippers  with  reference  to  the 
;e  for  the  additional  competition  and  for  stable  rates,  and  to  say  that  in  my  opinion 
colume  of  business  that  will  be  handled  or  offered  to  Galveston  and  Texas  City  at 
completion  of  the  Panama  Canal  will  exceed  their  facilities  for  handling  it. 
relieve  that  in  addition  to  that  an  additional  port  such  as  is  asked  for  at  Freeport 
.d  be  an  incentive  for  independent  vessels  to  enter  the  coastwise  trade,  which  in 
would  develop  a  very  vast  section  of  country  that  is  now  practically  nonproduc- 
because  of  the  fact  that  suitable  shipping  facilities  are  not  afforded  by  the  present 
lines  operating  between  the  Texas  coast  and  the  East. 

caking  for  ourselves,  we  have  endeavored  for  a  great  many  years  to  induce  the 
nship  companies  now  operating  between  Galveston  and  New  York  to  provide 
rerator  systems  in  their  vessels  for  the  transportation  of  perishable  produce,  and 
aye  failed  to  get  that  kind  of  facilities  for  the  reason  that  their  total  tonnage  is 
pied  by  nonperishable  freight.  They  have  sufficient  tonnage  to  take  care  of  their 
e  lacilities,  and  until  such  time  as  their  carrying  capacity  will  exceed  the  volume 
at  character  of  tonnage  no  room  will  be  made  for  refrigeration, 
liink  a  very  vast  tonnage  of  perishable  and  farm  products  that  now  either  move 
1  11  or  do  not  move  at  all  because  of  the  uncertainty  of  transportation  by  rail  and 
lixcessive  prices  would  move  through  Freeport  if  the  facilities  for  vessels  are 
i  oved . 
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I  firmly  believe  that  the  territory  immediately  contiguous  to  Freeport,  would  offe 
sufficient  tonnage  to  occupy  the  space  of  each  vessel  that  goes  north. 

For  those  additional  reasons  and  for  the  reasons  already  made,  I  would  s  rongl; 
recommend  favorable  consideration  of  the  mattei  be  made. 


Mr.  0.  F.  Davis,  secretary  Parlin  &  Orendorff  Implement  Co.,  Dallas,  Tex.:  ] 
We  as  shippers  are  interested  in  the  development  of  shipping  facilities.  We  h&v 
observed  that  railroad  companies  always  build  to  places  where  there  is  more  tonnag 
and  when  there  is  an  increasing  tonnage  to  move.  Where  there  are  congestions  < 

traffic  we  should  provide  for  some  remedy.  , 

It  has  been  shown  that  we  do  have  serious  congestions  now  at  our  present  port  an 
that  the  tonnage  is  increasing  very  much  each  year.  The  Panama  Canal  will  t; 
opened  in  the  very  near  future;  then  the  tonnage  will  be  very  much  largei.  Th® 
foPre  we  need  ports  for  successfully  handling  this  increased  tonnage;  so  we  must  mal 
provisions  for  taking  care  of  it  by  improving  the  natural  ports  we  have  and  not  depen 
on  the  present  porUacilities  for  handling  the  increased  business  that  will  be  comu 

a  We  sOd5 for  this  increase  by  improving  our  various  per 
bo  regular  ships  from  all  parts  of  the  world  may  enter  them  safely.  Tnen  we  can  1 
served  much  better  and  more  satisfactorily,  even  with  the  increased  tonnage. 

It  seems  that  Brazos  port  can  now  be  improved  at  much  less  expense  than  any  oth 
of  ^Sports,  so  we  should  begin  on  it  now  and  put  it  m  first-class  shape  1 

making  the  channel  at  least  25  feet  deep.  ,i  ■  .1 

The  ^subjects  have  been  well  covered,,  and  I  want  to  concur  with  everything  th 

has  been  advanced . 


Mr  J  W  Munson,  county  judge  of  Brazoria  County,  Tex.: 

I  take  it  as  an  honor  and  a  pleasure  to  address  this  distinguished  board  upon  t 
important  subject  under  discussion,  but  my  remarks  will  necessarily  consume  or 

J  Fhst^idesire^to'say  that  I  heartily  concur  in  all  that  has  been  said  by  the  speak 
who  have  preceded  me  this  afternoon  looking  to  the  establishment  of  the  fact  that  ti 
nort  should  be  developed.  I  am  not  a  shipper,  as  most  of  the  gentlemen  who  ha 
sooken  are  but  only  an  humble  citizen  of  this  great  Commonwealth,  and  as  sucl 
Xzen  mn'^eatly  interested  in  its  development  and  in  the  establishment  of  de 
water  at  this- place — the  consummation  of  a  condition  long  looked  foi. 

The  evidence  before  you  shows  conclusively,  to  my  mind,  the  present .grea  .  f 
of  deep  water  here.  It  shows  a  large  tonnage  now  available  and  of  sufficient  imp 

^Wh^navs^the  freight  charges  on  shipments  has  been  discussed,  and  some  < 
•  .  :  j  uv  th  o’  shiupers  some  by  the  person  or  dealer  to  whom  it  is  shipp 

S  want  to  suggest  that,  no  matter  who  pays  them  in  the  first  instance,  the  peo 
at  last  have  the  freight  charges  to  pav.  Such  expenses  are  always  charged  up  aga 
ffie  consumer  by  the  retailed  the  last  man  to  sell  adds  to  the  price  charged  to  the  1 
hnver  the  freight  charges.  So  the  people  always  have  the  freight  to  pay  m  the  1 
run.  This  is  right  and  proper,  but  the  freight  charges  should  be  equitable,  just,  f 

ri^LbmTtternoffrerght.econge6tion  at  Galveston  has  also  been  discussed  tins  afterno 
and  I  d"to  observe  in  this  connection  that  the  evidence  yon  have  shows  ha  . 
congestions  do  occur  down  there  almost  every  year,  and  that  factr-the  tact  that  s 
coneestions  do  occur-but  proves  the  necessity  and  demand  for  another  port  v 
deep  water  sufficient  to  handle  the  people’s  business,  no  matter  what  may  or 

not  be  the  immediate  cause  of  such  congestions.  If  £ ‘J ^SownV 
r^ort  such  conditions  will  not  occur,  to  the  great  loss  oi  the  people  as  snown  oy 
pvidenee  for  in  the  nature  of  things  relief  would  come  by  shipping  to  and  t 
thecne^port,  ^and  thus  relieve  the  congestion  in  freight  shipments  and  save  the 

^GenBemen  why  should  the  American  Government,  in  the  face  of  this  evidence 
th^faceof  the  facts  before  you,  maintain  only  the  Galveston  port?  ^an“Otbe 
another  is  not  needed;  the  evidence  before  you  disproves  that.  It  can  not  be  io 
Let  of  money ;  so  what  is  it  and  why  is  it?  Why  maintain  the  port  only  at  Galve 
at  an  enormous  annual  expense  to  the  General  Gover Jiment  and  thereb  f 
people  to  ship  there  and  to  pay  tribute  m  the  sum  ^  thousands  o  dollars  t  p 
corporations?  This  is  not  a  government  oi  special  privileges,  but  rather 

rights  to  all  and  special  privileges  to  none.  ,v  f  Brazos  w' 

Why  not  at  a  minor  expense  give  deep  water  to  the  mouth  o  thp’ne 

there  is  a  free  port,  where  no  special  privileges  can  come  to  anyone,  vliere  the  p 
will  not  be  forced  to  pay  any  tribute  to  any  private  corpora tio  . 
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Is  is  a  river  of  great  possibilities  and  a  splendid  landlocked  harbor.  Why  not 
op  a  deep-water  port  here  at  its  mouth  at  an  insignificant  sum  and  give  great 
ito  the  people  of  this  great  State — yes,  and  to  the  people  beyond  the  limits  of 
tate?  It  will  not  do  to  say  that  the  Government  has  no  money;  that  would  but 
er  our  great  Government. 

s  is  the  greatest  Government  in  the  world  and  should  have  the  interest  of  her 
nship  so  much  at  heart  as  to  do  always  what  is  best  for  then-  welfare.  This  is 
small  undertaking,  but  means  much" to  our  people  and  will  afford  great  relief 
shipping  world,  and  we  trust  our  prayer  will  be  granted. 

A.  E.  Masterson,  ex-county  judge,  Brazoria  County,  Tex.: 

bo  concur  in  what  my  friend,  Judge  Munson,  says,  when  he  says  that  the  United 
Government  is  too  large  not  to  appropriate  sufficient  money  to  develop  another 
*  and  port  at  the  mouth  of  the  Brazos  River.  While  we  know — I  expect  there 
mparatively  few  people  in  the  United  States  who  know — that  the  Brazos  River 
directly  into  the  Gulf  of  Mexico  through  no  bays  or  lagoons,  and  nothing  is 
ary  except  the  opening  of  the  bar  and  the  river  a  short  distance  into  a  land- 
harbor.  When  you  first  mention  that  to  some  people  they  don’t  really  believe 
le  Brazos  enters  into  the  Gulf  of  Mexico  and  that  a  proposition  like  this  really 

re  was  mention  made  a  little  while  ago  as  to  the  freight  rates.  I  am  not  familiar 
hem  and  I  am  not  in  a  position  to  discuss  them  except  from  this  standpoint  that 
now  that  at  one  time  when  that  steamship  company  was  organized  into  Texas 
s  an  independent  line  and  for  a  long  time  it  was  recognized  as  an  independent 
nd  when  the  freight  rates  were  first  lowered  by  that  company,  and  afterwards 
o  the  rates  that  were  fixed  by  the  other  companies— that  it  was  suggested  that 
xas  City  Co.  had  been  taken  over  by  the  other  lines — and  it  was  also  mentioned 
hoever  said  that  would  have  a  hard  time  proving  the  fact.  But  a  little  time  after 
jpeared,  another  article  appeared  from  the  one  who  first  made  the  statement  that 
nsfer  had  actually  transpired,  and  that  the  tranfer  would  have  to  be  made  at  a 
entry.  This  transfer  was  discovered  at  Bath,  Me.  And  the  rates  of  the  old 
ave  stayed  up  until  the  Seaboard  &  Gulf  came  into  existence, 
mow  that  at  Galveston  there  are  congestions.  I  do  not  know  whyr  and  I  couldn’t 
LY,  but  anyone  who  visits  there  can  see  from  time  to  time,  a  great  congestion 
it  Galveston.  It  simply  means  that  the  facilities  are  not  great  enough  there 
at  we  need  another  port  somewhere  else. 

as  we  have  heal'd  before,  the  practicability  of  a  port  at  this  point  and  with  a 
aall  expenditure  to  make  it  entirely  feasible— I  think  that  thus  port  should  be 

!  at  once. 

JY  L.  Reed: 

in  Galveston  about  twice  a  month  and  I  have  seen  during  the  busy  cotton 
■-he  big  boats  anchored  out  in  the  bay  awaiting  a  place  to  go  into  a  slip  and  load. 

- 

.  A.  Arnold,  secretary  Texas  Business  Men’s  Association.  Fort  Worth,  Tex.: 
the  last  two  gentlemen  who  have  just  spoken,  I  am  a  consumer.  There  are 
>00  of  us  that  are  tributary  to  the  Freeport  territory  and  in  the  Mississippi 

pen  up  in  this  State  about  18  farms  a  dav  and  our  population  increased  about 
[cent  m  the  last  dectde.  This  has  hardly  made  a  start  in  fully  developing 
We  bring  under  cultivation  about  one  and  one-half  million  acres  of  virgin 
ch  j  ear  in  Texas.  That  swells  our  tonnage  as  well  as  increasing  our  produc- 
ll  a  great  deal  of  that  is  tributary  to  Freeport. 

tiink  we  could  save  about  $3,000,000  a  year-  with  the  advantages  that  Freeport 
,1  provided  with  a  suitable  depth  of  water.  As  said,  Freeport  offers  facilities 
1  unequaled.  It  is  a  port  that  has  business  men  behind  it.  It  is  not  a  point 
5  n(^kiog  but  good  will  behind  it.  It  has  business  enterprise  and  activity,  and 
e  the  things  that  go  to  make  a  port.  Of  course  it  takes  tonnage,  and  we  have 
1  tonnage  this  afternoon. 

•  P.  Swenson,  New  York,  N.  Y.: 

!not  been  my  purpose  to  say  anything,  taking  up  further  time  at  this  hearing, 
however,  be  a  matter  of  interest  to  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  there  is  a 
ombmation  composed  of  interior  merchants  of  the  State  on  the  one  hand  and 
bie  parties  in  Aew  kork  on  the  other  hand,  who  are  earnestlv  endeavoring 
op  this  harbor  as  a  free  port. 
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There  is  one  factor  in  the  situation  which  I  think  has  a  great  bearing  upon 
general  question,  which  applies  especially  to  this  port  and  to  this  one  alone— ths 
the  port  itself  is  originating  a  large  tonnage.  Any  statement  regarding  the  fu 
tonnage  referred  to  might  be  considered  speculative  unless  based  upon  what 

be\Ve  have  mod ucSl  with  a  capacity  of  steaming  only  one  well  at  a  time  about  4C 
tons  of  sulphur  per  annum.  In  reality  this  is  most  conservative  The  new  i 
which  has  been  in  evience  to  you  to-day  will  be  finished  by  the  1st  of  :  Septan 
It  is  a  double  unit  which  will  enable  us  to  steam  two  wells,  so  that  with  the  old  ] 
and  the  new,  we  will  be  steaming  three  wells  simultaneously,  instead  of  one  i 
the  past.  It  is  probably  logical  to  say  that  in  steaming  three  wells  there  wi 
produced  three  times  the  tonnage  that  is  being  produced  at  piesent,  steaming 
one,  so  I  consider  that  an  estimate  of  120,000  tons  for  the  coming  12  months  is  a 

SeThe  development?  of  a  sulphur  field  in  order  to  enlarge  the  output  is  merely 
building  of  more  plants  to  provide  hot  water  for  steaming  additional  wells.  It  i 
purpose^ of  the  Freeport  Sulphur  Co.  to  proceed  with  this  development  so  tha 

tonnage  originating  at  this  port  bids  fair  to  be  very  large. 

The  Freeport  Sulphur  Co.  is  organized  with  $2,000,000  cash  capital  secure 
the  issuance*  of  stock  sold  at  par.  An  evidence  of  good  faith- on  the  part  of  th. 
phur  company  is  apparent  to  you.  Our  development  work  has  been  procei 
during  the  past  two  years,  during  which  time  we  have  lost  no  opportunities, 
have  proceeded  reallv  with  railroad  speed  and  wTe  propose  to  continue  the  dw 
ment  Spidly  in  the  future.  The  men  behind  the  enterprise  are  responsible. 

A  tonnage  of  this  character  and  extent  will  necessitate  steamships  and 
to  move  it.  The  difficulty  of  turning  tonnage  from  its  old  channel  is  often  en 
tered;  but 'in  the  case  of  Freeport  this  difficulty  will  not  -  ^8 

ships  and  railroads  will  come  here  lor  the  sulphur  tonnage  and  will  brin0  r 
cargoes  to  the  port.  A  railroad  seeking  sulphur  tonnage  northbound  will  ne 
rilv  bring  southbound  cargo.  The  same  may  be  applied  to  steamships 
U  would  not  do  for  the  United  States  Government  to  put  Fr|eP“t  "P™ 
of  ‘1  canal  nort.  The  commerce  of  Freeport  would  be  better  off  to-day  vith  1 
of  water  whic  h  the  Government  has  promised  to  maintain,  than  it  would  be 
any  possible  canal  connection  to  any  other  point.  If  the  commerce  c >  the  per 
to  'use  the  canal,  it  would  necessitate  transshipment  or  rehandling,  an  absolul 

to  every  shipper — practically  money  thrown  away . 

The  Government  is  not  asked  to  build  jetties;  they  are  already  built,  ihe 
built  with  private  capital  many  years  ago  and  were  taken  over  by  *e  Gove 
without  compensation.  At  the  time  that  Congress  was  asked  to  leimbuise 
private  owner™ or  the  cost  of  building  the  jetties  the  reques  was  denied 
United  States  Government  took  the  jetties i  over  without, PTUf em4  “dr] 
informed,  in  doing  so  there  was  an  implied  contract  on  the  Part  of  the  Gover 
to  finish  the  work,  which  now  consists  merely  of  dredging.  The  finishing  t< 

are  all  that  is  needed.  _  u  „  f]7in-awi  fnr  sr 

That  a  development  of  this  character  and  importance  can  be  bundled  lor  M 
an  ‘inDronriation  is  one  of  the  strange  things  existing  on  the  Atlantic  sea 
There ^Ls  no  place  where  deep  water  could  be  procured  for  any  such  small  am 
money  So  far  as  maintaining  the  harbor  after  deep  water  is  Procured,  F 
would  nrobablv  be  like  all  other  ports— needing  occasional  dredging  to  ke< 
Chmmeflpern  Compared  with  tl/cost  of  procuring  deep  water  at  other  per 
ning  into  millions  of  dollars,  it  is  fair  to  say  that  interest  figured ^at  a  low  rat. 
such  average  cost  would  annually  pay  for  dredging  many  times  ovei 

With  the  jetties  completed  and  tonnage  already  moving  through  the  po 
additional  business  offering,  it  would  seem  reasonable  for us Ac look teak 
consideration  of  this  matter  m  order  to  secure  the  great  efficiency  and  value  t 

merce  which  would  come  hy  completing  the  woi  ,  have  in  eve 

In  regard  to  tha  industries  referred  to,  I  desire  to  sa>  that  they  ha\  e 
come  to  us  soliciting  a  location.  We  have  thus  far  been  unable  to  give  an), 
ance  of  the  reliability  of  shipping  out  of  this  port;  and  it  is  only  fan  to  say  t 
lack  of  water  in  the  channel  has  deferred  industries  from  already  locating  | 

P°The  parties  who  are  endeavoring  to  develop  this  harbor  have 'not  "^ned  a 
which  will  inure  to  their  benefit  by  reason  deep  watCT  « 

ernment  expense.  We  have  put  ourselves  in  the  clear  m  to matter by  aa 
uoliev  of  making  the  water  front  free  of  whaif  and  dock  cliaiee> . 
we  are  not  looking  to  the  property  becoming  a  future  revenue  producer  fir 
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We  are  large  shippers  of  sulphur  and  desire  the  use  of  deep  water  for  the  same 
s  that  will  accrue  to  any  other  shipper  in  Texas  and  Texas  territory 
Beach.  Are  there  any  more  gentlemen  who  have  anything  to  offer?  If  not 
declare  this  meeting  closed, 
iring  closed.) 


ended  hereto  are  copies  of  supplemental  statements  by  Mr.  G.  A.  Trumbull 
nt  oi  the  Huey  A  Philp  Hardware  Co.,  Dallas,  Tex.,  submitted  since  the 
letter  from  Mr.  A.  L.  Reed,  traffic  manager,  Sanger  Bros.,  Dallas,  Tex. 
e  to  cost  of  transportation  through  Galveston  and  Freeport,  both  from  New 
nd  a  European  port;  letter  from  Mr.  E.  G.  Warfield,  vice  president  and  »en- 
inager  of  the  Seaboard  &  Gulf  Steamship  Co.,  submitting  list  of  stockholders 
nson  ol  rates,  etc.;  letter  from  Mr.  W.  A.  Webb,  general  manager  Missouri’ 

!  &  fexas  Railroad,  Dallas,  Tex.,  submitting  a  list  of  firms  desiring  to  locate 

port. 


SUPPLEMENTAL  STATEMENTS 


G.  A.  TRUMBULL,  PRESIDENT  HUEY  &  PHILP  HARDWARE  CO.,  DALLAS.  TEX. 


pport  of  our  contention  that  the  people  of  Texas  need  competition  in  water 
rtation  from  the  East  to  Texas  ports,  am  advising  that  about  five  years  ago  an 
ident  steamship  cqmpany  started  to  ply  between  New  York  and  Texas  Citv. 
artmg  some  li ttle  time,  the  rates  on  a  great  many  commodities  were  cut  between 
)rk  and  iexas  ports  to  a  minimum  of  $1  per  ton,  and  subsequently  one  of  the 
s  plymg  between  New  York  and  Galveston  bought  outright  the  independent 
ereby  controlling  the  rate  situation,  and  for  some  time  past  the  rates  between 
>rk  and  Galveston  and  T exas  City  have  been  all  the  same.  Competition  has  ab - 
been  eliminated.  The  argument  may  be  advanced  that  should  deep  water 
ured  at  Freeport,  and  the  Seaboard  &  Gulf  Steamship  Co.  run  on  a  profitable 
fiat  assurance  have  we  that  they  will  not  in  turn  be  absorbed  by  the  old  lines'? 
er  to  this  would  say  the  Seaboard  &  Gulf  Steamship  Co.  is  largely  owned  bv 
leopie  and  by  people  who  are  interested  in  seeing  just  and  equitable  rates 

!?etWlen  \GW  .ariQ  ri’exas>  and  in  my  .judgment  there  is  absolutely 
ei  or  any  absorption  of  this  line  by  its  older  and  stronger  competitors. 

tigation  of  the  affairs  of  the  Seaboard  &  Gulf  Steamship  Co.  might  develop  that 
tockholder  m  the  said  line,  but  I  want  to  impress  upon  you  that  I  am  speaking 
irchant  and  a  citizen  of  Texas  and  not  as  a  stockholder  of  this  or  anv  other 
tation  company.  The  little  money  that  I  have  invested  in  the  Seaboard  & 
lamship  Co  was  not  invested  with  a  view  of  making  a  profit  on  the  amount 
Un  a  tangible  way,  but  like  a  good  many  others,  we  have  put  some  monev  in 
levmg  this  was  practically  the  only  salvation  for  cheaper  rates  to  our  ports 
.  state  of  Texas  deep  water  at  Freeport  and  the  rate  situation  will  have  been 

)  a  very  great  extent  and  the  people  of  Texas,  who  are  entitled  to  some  consider- 
Ul  reap  the  benefits  therefrom. 


G.  A.  Trumbull. 


lER  OF  MR.  A.  I..  REED,  TRAFFIC  MANAGER,  SANGER  BROS.,  DALLAS,  TEX. 


Dallas,  Tex.,  June  1914 
RABLE  Sir:  In  compliance  with  request  of  Col.  Beach,  I  beg  to  submit  here- 
Rive  cost  of  transportation  through  Galveston  and  Freeport.  I  am  inclosin- 
its  ^  covering  13  bales  linoleum  from  London,  England,  to  Dallas  shipped 

SoneforS^4  Tr  TU  “v*  that  tMs  shipment  moved  from  London’ to  Dallas 
f  •  •  .This  shipment  could  not  have  moved  via  Freeport  b  ecause 

tLthnnrthlS  fio'i  l?-not,?  P°rt  °£  entrV  Therefore  am  unable  to  advise  cost 
that  port.  Had  this  shipment  moved  from  New  York  on  a  bill  of  lading  to 

t*1®n  on  another  bill  of  lading  to  Dallas,  it  would  have  cost  us  $3209 
,  movedfrom  New  York  to  Dallas  via  Galveston  on  a  through  bill  of 

t  w°uld  have  cost  us  $32.77.  Had  this  shipment  moved  from  New 

»  wrfuri0D  0ne  bl11  °ioadmg  and  frolF  Freeport  to  Dallas  on  another  bill  of 
j  would  have  cost  us  $26.48.  Had  this  shipment  moved  from  New  York  to 
a  Freeport  on  a  through  bill  of  lading  to  Dallas,  it  would  have  cost  us  $26.48. 


1  Not  printed 
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Wp  are  als0  inclosing  expense  bill 1  and  bill  of  lading  1  covering  a  car  of  dry  g 
vestonf  l^^^plus"  l^ent^o^raniing^cha^e^fGab^stonrnia^^^l^^^^^^^  I 

nstet  sa&sszs&t  s&fatBK-st  a-tsi, 

^°We^ctoec?vow0attention  to  the^abole  figures  to  substantiate  the  fact  that  fro 
mnvtovft5ouXthe  port  of  Galveston  is  burdened  with  a  larger  cost  than  througl 
+  „f’  rtrAennrt  This  is  brought  about  by  the  fact  that  m  the  past  few  yean  I 
SevelonSeXt  Galveston ^enhanced  the  value  of  real  estate  making  wha 
space  higher  to  the  steamship  company  and  thereby  m,cre^ntg.^ie 

^hm^fi^ed^charves  through* th^port  of1  Galveston  ^H^rematns^without-  competi 

°trisflawS~f  that  the  cost  of  water  transportation  is 
exclusively  by  the  handling  charges  at  the  point  of  origin  and  port  of .  dest  n* 
there  blin^  very  little  other  cost  to  the  steamship  company,  that  is  90  per  cc 
fte  cost  of  water  transportation  is  that  paid  for  wharfage  space  at  the  ports.  T , 

Texas  is  very  shortsighted  and  will  result  in  time  in  large  increase  of  cost  in  the . 

It  is  ou?  belief  that  deep  water  at  Freeport  will op  this  port ^  such 
+w  It  will  be  r>laced  on  a  competitive  basis  with  Galveston,  mereoy  i«uuLn 

h„  added  tothe^ransportation  through  these  P^X^ep^andWto  re , 

We  trust  you  will  be  able  to  recommend  deep  water  for  Freeport,  ana  De„  m  i 
Respectfully,  yours,  A.  L.  Reed,  Traffic  Maw 


Lieut.  Col.  C.  S.  Riche, 

Corps  of  Engineers. 


LETTER  OE  MR.  E.  G.WAgmgb MANA0E,j 


Seaboard  &  Gulf  Steamship  Co., 
New  York ,  June  30,  J 

Sir:  With  reference  to  1 

t0SlyNmrXc"S  ofltoc&emTnd  directs  of  the  Seaboard 
Steamship  Co.  .  .  TC,tP(!  frnm  New  York  to  Texas 

IS  So.  2bY"  and  25-foot  c  i 

neSheeatyNabf  L—LSt'of  merchants  and  manufacturers 

storage  facilities  at  Freeport,  who  claim  storage  charges  at  other  ports 
prohibitive. 

-  Respectfully  submitted.  ^  q  Warfield,  Vice  Presi 


Lieut.  Col.  C.  S.  Riche, 

Corps  of  Engineers. 


i  Not  printed. 
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Sheet  No.  I —Directors  Seaboard  &  Gulf  Steamship  Co. 


lex.  Sanger,  Sanger  Bros.,  Dallas,  Tex. 

•  £?ok>  president  San  Antonio  Drug  Co.,  San  Antonio,  Tex 
.  H.  Shear,  president  Rotan  Grocery  Co.,  Waco,  Tex 

llliam  Monnig,  president  Monnig  Dry  Goods  Co’.,  Fort  Worth  Tex 
'  Heitmann.  vice  president  F.  W.  Heitmann  Co.,  Houston!  Tex'" 

t  elix  Jackson  secretary-treasurer  Seaboard  &  Gulf  Steamship  Co  Freeport  Tex 
W.  Berry,  president  Crowdus  Drug  Co.,  Dallas  Tex  ^o.,  rreeport,  lex. 

harles  Schreiner,  banker,  Kerrville,  Tex. 

•  Schuhmacher  president  Schuhmacher  Grocery  Co.,  Houston  Tex 

Hughes,  president  Ed.  S.  Hughes  Co.,  Abilene,  Tex.  ’ 

York^6  y’  V1Ce  president  and  ?eneral  manager  Seaboard  &  Gulf  Steamship  Co., 


List  of  stockholders  Seaboard  &  Gulf  Steamship  Co. 


ebb  &  Bee,  Corsicana,  Tex. 
narles  Schreiner,  •Kerrville,  Tex. 
ske  Bros.,  San  Antonio,  Tex. 
susinger  Hardware  Co.,  San  Antonio,  Tex. 

Hat  Bros.,  Palestine,  Tex. 
ledges  Dry  Goods  Co.,  Palestine,  Tex. 
■eidenheimer-Strassburger  Co.,  Austin,  Tex 
arpe  &  Smith,  Angleton,  Tex. 

Alkemeyer,  Houston,  Tex. 
eo.  Keller  Co.,  Houston,  Tex. 

'uis  Block,  Fort  Worth,  Tex. 

rt  Worth  Star  Telegram,  Fort  W  orth,  Tex. 

F.  Hellmuth,  Bellville,  Tex. 

Castanola  &  Son,  San  Antonio,  Tex 
isey  &  Swasey  Co.,  Fort  Worth,  Tex  * 
fte  Boiler  Works,  Houston,  Tex. 

D.  Brandt,  Wallis,  Tex. 

derican  Hat  &  Shoe  Co.,  San  Antonio,  Tex. 

ice  Booker  Manufacturing  Co.,  San  Antonio,  Tex 

A.  Stowers  Furniture  Co.,  Houston,  Tex 

ldinan  Grocery  Co.,  Paris,  Tex. 

irth  Texas  Dry  Goods  Co.,  Paris,  Tex 

ns  Grocery  Co.,  Paris,  Tex. 

°k  Record  Co.,  Paris,  Tex. 

Tames,  Alvin,  Tex. 

A.  Duerler  Manufacturing  Co.,  San  Antonio,  Tex 
gar  Bros.  Furniture  Co.,  San  Antonio,  Tex. 

Cohen  &  Co.,  San  Antonio,  Tex. 
i  Antonio  Hardware  Co.,  San  Antonio,  Tex 
IKreuger,  San  Antonio,  Tex. 

Mathais  &  Co.,  El  Paso,  Tex. 

Vmon  Krupp,  El  Paso,  Tex. 

A.  Dick  Co.,  El  Paso,  Tex. 

Hyshire  Bar  vie  I.  &  M.  Co.,  El  Paso,  Tex. 
Wembaum,  Lockhart,  Tex. 

L  Penland,  Wraco,  Tex. 

L  Busby,  Waco,  Tex. 
fger  Bros.,  Dallas,  Tex. 

•as  Glass  &  Paint  Co.,  Dallas,  Tex 
ns  Lipsitz  Co.,  Dallas,  Tex. 

■)son  Electric  Co.,  Dallas,  Tex. 

V  Hardware  Co.,  Dallas,  Tex. 

^raddock  &  Co.,  Dallas,  Tex. 

<as  Harvester  Co.,  Dallas,  Tex. 

His,  S.  G.,  Hat  Co.,  Dallas,  Tex. 

The  Goettinger  Co.,  Dallas,  Tex. 
mgs-VYeaver  Manufacturing  Co.,  Dallas  Tex 
ns  Paper  Co.,  Dallas,  Tex. 
am  &  Orendorff  Importing  Co.,  Dallas,  Tex. 
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Pratt  Paint  &  Paper  Co.,  Dallas,  Tex. 

J  W.  Crowdus  Drug  Co  Dallas,  Tex. 

Mosher  Manufacturing  Co.,  Dallas,  lex. 

W  A  Green  Co.,  Dallas,  Tex. 

Kinsella  Hat  Co.,  Dallas,  Tex. 

Volk  Bros.  Co,,  Dallas,  Tex. 

Hargreaves  Printing  Co.,  Dallas,  lex. 

Barnhardt  Type  Foundry  Co.,  Dallas,  T  . 

Houston  Packing  Co . ,  Houston ,  Tex . 

F  W.  Heitmann  Co.,  Houston,  lex. 

I  pvv  Bros.  Drv  Goods  Co.,  Houston,  lex. 

Berinp-  &  Cortes  Hardware  Co..  Houston,  Tex. 

The  Schuhmacher  Co.,  Houston,  lex. 

F  Cleveland  Co . ,  Houston,  Tex . 

Flaxman  Dry  Goods  Co.,  Houston.  Tex. 

Daniel  Drug  Co.,  Houston  Tex. 

Houston  Dry  Goods  Co.,  Houston,  lex. 

H.  A.  Paine,  Houston,  Tex 

Graham  -Letcher  Hat  Co.,  Houston  Tex. 

Guatemala  Coffee  Co.,  Houston,  Tex_ 

H  W  Williams  &  Co.,  Fort  Worth,  Tex. 

Texas  Anchor  Fence  Co  Fort  Worth,  Tex. 

W  C.  Stripling.  Fort  Worth,  Tex 
Nash  Hardware  Co.,  Fort  Worth  Tex^ 

Monnig  Dry  Goods  Co.,  Fort  Worth,  Te  . 

Washer  Bros.,  Fort  Worth  Tex. 

The  Gamer  Co.,  Fort  Worth,  Tex. 

Fort  Worth  Heavy  Hardware  Co.,  kort  W  orth,  lex. 

The  Fair,  Fort  Worth,  Tex. 

Gemsbacher  Bros.,  Fort  Worth,  Tex. 

H.  B.  Francis,  Fort  Worth,  lex. 

H  C.  Meacham,  Fort  Worthy  lex. 

Madden-Graham  Co.,  Tort  Wmrth,  rex 
H.  O.  WTooten  Grocery  Co.,  Abilene,  Tex. 

M inter  Dry  Goods  Co.,  Abilene,  Tex. 

Hammock  &  McCarthy,  Abilene,  Tex. 

Over  Hardware  Co.,  Abilene,  lex. 

Ed  S.  Hughes  Co.,  Abilene  Tex. 

Abilene  Broom  Factory,  Abilene,  Tex 
Cowden  Payton  Hardware  Co.,  Abilene,  Tex. 
Abilene  Bedding  Co. ,  Abilene,  Tex. 

J.  Oppenheimer  Co.,  San  Antomo,  Te  . 

L.  Frank  Saddlery  Co.,  San  Antonio,  Tex. 

San  Antonio  Drug  Co.,  San  Antonio,  Te.  . 

Botan  Grocery  Co.,  Waco,  Tex 
McLendon  Hardware  Co.,  Waco,  Tex. 

Herrick  Hardware  Co.,  Waco,  Tex 
(Tifton  Manufacturing  Co.,  Waco,  K,T 
Slayden  Kirksey  Woolen  Mills,  Waco,  T  . 
Goldstein  Migel  Co.,  Waco,  Tex. 

H  S  Bettes  Hardware  Co.,,  Paris,  lex. 

W’  J.  Hamlett,  Milford,  Tex 
Charles  Schreiner,  Kerrville,  lex. 

Peter  Schramm,  Taylor,  T  ex 
Swanson  Grocery  Co.,  Navasota,  Tex. 

F  W.  Brosig,  Navasota,  Tex. 

Ahrenbeck  Hardware  Co.,  Navasota  rex. 

R.  B.  Templeton  &  Son,  Navasota,  Tex. 

T  A.  Cheeves  Co.,  Marlin,  Tex. 

Woldert  Grocery  Co.,  Tyler,  Tex 

Wadel  Dickie  Hardware  Co.,Tyler,  Tex. 

Penick  Hughes  Co.,  Stamford,  Tex. 
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'1  d  class . 

Pj  'th  class . 
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munition . 
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works . 
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lbers’  enamel  ware. 

mg  powder . 

Me  nuts . 

iand  steel  articles.. . 

;  paper . . 


Rates,  New  York 
to  Galveston  by 
Morgan  &  Mal¬ 
lory  Line. 

Rates,  New 
York  to 
Freeport 
by  sea¬ 
board  & 
Gulf  Steam¬ 
ship  Co., 
1913. 

190S 

1913 

85 

75 

55 

71 

63 

48 

63 

55 

43 

54 

48 

38 

42 

37 

27 

63 

40 

30 

71 

63 

48 

85 

55 

40 

54 

30 

27 

42 

22 

20 

54 

30 

27 

54 

33 

28 

71 

35 

30 

40 

17 

15 

42 

22 

18 

IET  No.  3.- 


-Reasons  why  another  port  is  needed  in  Texas  and  25-foot  channel  is 
necessary  at  the  mouth  of  the  Brazos  River. 


.rst.  Additional  dock  facilities  are  required  to  handle  the  constantly  increasing 
•sic  to  Texas  to  avoid  delays  that  are  complained  of  constantly  by  interior  me£ 
bits  to  meet  the  demands  for  reasonable,  prompt  service,  as  well  as  ample  storage 
Kities  at  reasonably  low  cost,  not  obtainable  other  than  at  Freeport, 
ccond.  Another  port  is  needed  with  at  least  a  25-foot  depth  of  channel,  enabling 
1  cargoes  to  be  handled  at  reasonable  rates,  which  only  can  be  done  when  vou 
d  wharfage  charges  assessed  at  other  ports  and  where  a  merchant  or  manufacturer 
obtain  water  frontage  gratis  for  the  location  of  a  warehouse  or  factory,  permitting 
c  to  be  handled  directly  from  vessel  to  warehouse.  The  Brazos  River  has  5  miles 
jater  frontage  available  for  such  purposes. 

bird.  An  independent  port  is  needed  creating  real  competition,  thus  affording 
(shipping  public  of  Texas  relief  from  the  high  charges  for  steamer  service  known 
jive  existed  for  a  great  many  years,  as  shown  in  Exhibit  No.  2.  The  saving  when 
nuted  between  the  difference  in  rates  formerly  carried  to  Galveston  and  those 
carried  to  Freeport  is  claimed  to  exceed  $1,225,000  annually.  Successful  opera- 
do  Freepcrt  is  assured  if  a  25-foot  channel  is  available  for  fully  loaded  vessels  at 
‘'esser  rates  New  York  to  Freeport. 


Sheet  No.  4. — Firms  and  corporations  inquiring  for  storage  at  Freeport,  Tex. 

I  W.  Johns-Manville  Co.,  New  York. 

Ystern  Electric  Co.,  New  York. 

An.  Numsen  &  Sons.  Baltimore,  Md. 

I ternational  Paper  Co.,  New  York. 

Ixder  &  Gamble,  Staten  Island,  N.  Y. 

(neral  Chemical  Co.,  New  York. 

Ggate  &  Co.,  Jersey  City,  N.  J. 

Irrett  Manufacturing  Co.,  New  York. 

Lsrwin  Williams  Co.,  Newark,  N.  J. 
hvoe  &  Reynolds  Co.,  New  York. 
f?d  G.  Clark  Co.,  Cleveland,  Ohio. 

£Kee  Refrigerator  Co.,  Brooklyn,  N.  Y. 

Gter  Ink  Co.,  Boston,  Mass. 

Vittemore  Bros.  Co.,  Cambridge,  Mass, 
o  ndard  S.initary  Manufacturing  Co.,  Pittsburgh,  Pa 
Cy  Safe  Co  ,  Buffalo,  N.  Y. 

Res  &  Laugh lin  Steel  Co.,  Pittsburgh,  Pa. 
oishme  Biscuit  Co.,  Boston,  Mass. 

H.  Doc.  1469,  63-3- — -5 
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LETTER  OF  MR.  W.  A.  WEBB,  GENE^AI^MANAGE^ MISSOURI,  KANSAS  &  TEXAS  RA| 


St.  Louis,  Mo.,  July  8,  1914 

Dear  Mr.  Kelleher:  I  must  apologize  for  delay  in  answering  your  letter  of  Jt 
29  but  I  have  been  on  the  road  constantly  and  this  is  the  first  opportunity  I  have  hi 
I  beg  to  give  you  below  names  of  the  firms  who  have  indicated  a  desire  to  locji, 
Freeport-  Texas  Export  &  Importing  Co.,  F.  W.  Heitmann,  Peden  Iron  &  Steel  ( 
Du  Pont  Powder  Co.  Jones  &  Laughlin  Iron  &  Steel  Co.,  The  Berwmd-White  C 
Co.,  The  American  Steel  &  Wire  Co.,  Boren  &  Stewart  Co.,  Eldndge  Stock  ood  ( 
Burgoyne  Bros,  (wholesale  hardwood  lumber). 

Yours,  very  truly,  w  A  Webe 


Mr.  F.  B.  Kelleher, 

United  States  Engineer  Office,  Galveston ,  Tex. 


UNITED  STATES  OF  AMERICA. 


The  State  of  Texas,  County  of  Galveston.  # 

I  Frank  B  Kelleher,  stenographer  in  the  employ  of  the  United  States  Engl] 
Department  Galveston.’Tex.,  Uby  certify  that  I  reported  the  proceed ^had 
taken  at  a  hearing  held  in  the  Tarpon  Inn,  . Freeport,  Tex.,  Col.  Lansing  H  a 
Corps  of  Engineers,  United  States  Army,  in  charge,  on  the  22d  day  °‘  Jnne  -”‘,  LI A 
for  the  purpose  of  considering  the  further  improvement  of  the  mouth i  of  the  Br 
River  up  to  Freeport,  Tex.,  with  a  view  to  providing  a  ^Pth  of  25  feet,  that  I 
correctly  and  accurately  take  down  and  report  the  proceedings  had  and  taken  at 
hearing  and  that  the  above  and  foregoing  transcript  is  a  true  and  correct  recot 
such  proceedings;  and  that  the  copies  of  letters  and  statements  submitted  dur  ng 

since  the  hearing  and  forming  a  part  of  the  foregoing  re£.^  July  ^ 

To  certify  which,  I  hereunto  subscribe  my  name  on  this  the  20th  day  ot  July,  4| 

1914-  Frank  B.  Kellehe 


LETTER  OF  MR.  C.  A.  JONES. 


Freeport,  Tex.,  November  16,  19. 
at  wr-n-ow  Tnr>ln<?pd  nlease  find  copy  of  statement  being  made  by 

valuation  $868,700  through  you  to  Messrs.  Abbott,  Newc 

Mr  Swenson  wishes  me  to  say  to  you,  ana  mroug  y  acmptin-n  We  annri 

Yours,  very  truly,  C.  A.  Jo> 


Mr  A  H  Weber,  .  7  TT  i. 

•  Secretary  Board  of  Engineers  for  Revere  ^  p 
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entlemen: 


Freeport,  Tex.,  November  16,  1914. 

At  your  meeting  at  Freeport  November  13  and  14,  1914,  you  requested 
we  submit  written  statement  of  additional  facts  concerning  matter  of  improve- 
it  of  the  mouth  of  the  Brazos,  which  we  have  the  honor  to  now  submit, 
he  volume  and  growth  of  shipping  up  to  June  23  last,  the  date  of  the  hearing  had 
>re  Col.  Lansing  H.  Beach,  is  shown  in  the  report  of  that  hearing.  Since  that 
iement  was  submitted  the  volume  of  shipping,  both  inbound  and  outbound,  has 
bly  increased  in  spite  of  the  fact  that  the  only  assistance  to  the  harbor  which  the 
eminent  has  in  the  meantime  given  has  been  the  removal  from  the  bar  of  9,679 
Is  of  material,  this  work  having  been  done  by  the  Charleston  on  her  way  to  Aransas 
and  during  the  intervening  period,  within  four  months  and  four  days,  the  ton¬ 
passing  through  this  port  has  been : 


Classification. 


r  and  soap . 

?oo  ds . 

find  hardware . 

lunition . 

illaneous . 

i  Total  inbound  commercial  tonnage 

[oil . 

jaur . 

i  llaneous  commodities  outbound. . . . 

Total  tonnage . 

valuation . . . 


Tons. 


4, 543. 00 
1,241.00 
2,  736. 00 
915. 00 
1,973.00 


11, 408. 00 
25, 651. 28 
14, 436. 00 
230.00 


51,  725.  28 
82, 673,  506. 40 


tese  deliveries  and  shipments  were  made  by  the  following  vessels:  Kennebec, 
iuras ,  Jack  Ray ,  Seminole .  Della ,  and  Panuco.  The  commercial  tonnage  included 
>ove  figures  passed  through  this  port  between  the  date  June  28,  1914,  and  Novem- 
2,  1914,  a  period  of  four  months  and  four  days.  This  shows  that  the  volume  of 
ness  was  at  an  annual  rate  of  155,175.84  tons,  valued  at  88,020,519.20,  not  con- 
•ing  further  increase. 

)  to  date  of  hearing  before  Col.  Beach  the  tonnage  actually  passing  through  this 
was  shown  for  the  years  1912, 1913,  and  first  half  of  1914  to  be  53.133  tons.  Against 
please  note  51.725  tons  for  four  months  and  four  days  ending  November  2,"l914. 
>elieve  it  would  be  interesting  to  your  board  to  compare  this  great  increase  with 
of  any  other  port  in  Texas. 

Le  ship  service  has  been  maintained  at  some  risk.  The  bar  referred  to  is  small 
ea  but  so  located  as  to  interfere  seriously  with  navigation,  and  there  are  many 

Inces  where  boats  have  grounded  on  the  bar  in  entering  and  leaving  the  harbor, 
ellation  of  insurance  has  been  threatened  because  of  this  fact, 
e  forecast  made  at  hearing  before  Col.  Beach  of  increasing  business  at  this  port 
rifled  by  the  facts  as  above  shown,  showing  strong  increase  in  receipts  of  both 
handise  and  fuel  oil,  and  of  shipments  of  coastwise  cargoes,  almost  entirely  sul- 
;  Sulphur  tonnage  is  being  produced  at  this  port  at  a  rate  fully  equal  to  the 
ictions  made,  and  port  facilities  for  its  handling  are,  therefore,  more  evident  than 

,e  reduction  in  size  of  cargoes  because  of  inability  to  load  vessels  to  capacity  has 
!  to  the  detriment  of  the  volume  of  business  incoming  and  outgoing.  All  of  the 
ie  is  accumulative  testimony,  as  to  urgent  need  of  the  improvement  of  the  harbor, 
-ially  when  shipping  is  increasing  in  the  face  of  the  conditions.  At  hearing  be- 
Ool.  Beach  there  was  abundant  evidence  from  important  merchants  controlling 
tonnage  that  Freeport  would  be  given  a  larger  amount  of  their  business  if  port 
ties  were  improved.  The  favorable  rates  on  steamer  freight  from  eastern  sea- 
el  to  Freeport  (cheaper  than  any  other  port  in  Texas)  being  effective.  The  dif- 
:  tial  on  first-class  freight  between  75  cents  per  100  pounds  (Mallory  &  Morgan  Line, 
‘York  to  Galveston)  and  55  cents,  Seaboard  &  Gulf  Line,  New  York  to  Freeport, 
raving  of  26  per  cent  to  the  merchant,  and  through  him  to  the  people.  Similar 
‘•ences  apply  to  all  other  classes  below  first,  averaging  20  per  cent  saving  through 
'asses. 

• report ’s_  chief  industry  is  yielding  an  enormous  sulphur  tonnage,  and  by  reason 
tis  addition  to  its  sulphur' production  the  LTnited  States  will  be  able  to  make  sub- 
tial  and  increasing  exportations  to  foreign  countries.  The  only  way  in  which 
’.ur  shipments  to  foreign  ports  can  now  be  made  is  to  send  the  sulphur  by  rail  to 
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Galveston  or  Texas  City  at  a  cost  of  $1.80  per  ton,  plus  the  cost  of  transfer  from  ra. 

vessels  •  •  _  _ 

The  sulphur  company  has  recently  had  occasion  to  investigate  the  charges ^ 

would  be  incurred  by  sending  these  export  shipments  to  Texas  City,  and  here  toll 

a  letter  showing  these  charges: 


Texas  City  Terminal  Co.,  Traffic  Department, 

Texas  City ,  Tex.,  October  28,  191 

Dear  Sir’  Acknowledging  your  favor  October  22,  requesting  cost  of  handling 
nhur  at  Texas  City.  Our  charges  are:  For  unloading  box  and  goi  dola  cars  on 
dock  30  cents  per  ton;  stevedoring  from  dock  to  vessel,  35  cents  per  ton.  In 
sulphur  moves  in  gondolas,  we  can  probably  arrange  to  load  direct  from  cars  to 
for  55  cents  per  ton.  Figures  quoted  are  per  net  ton. 

Wharfage  of  25  cents  per  ton  is  usually  paid  by  the  ship,  and  should  not  be  asse 
against  you  unless  your  deal  with  steamship  line  so  specifies 

Unloading  charges  of  30  cents  per  ton,  named  above,  would  be  absorbed  it  the 
rate  amounts  to  $1.80  per  ton  or  more,  leaving  the  only  expense  to  you  that  of  lii 
from  dock  to  ship,  35  cents  per  ton,  or  if  handled  direct  from  cars  to  ship,  25  cent! 

^°We  feel  sure  that  we  can  give  you  splendid  service  on  this,  and  would  like  to  j 
you  advise  us  when  the  business  will  move,  so  that  we  can  get  everything  lined 

Yours,  very  tiuly,  A.  H.  Fonda,  General  Freight  Age 


Mr.  P.  G.  Maercky, 

Freeport  Sulphur  Co.,  Freeport,  Tex. 


You  will  note  that  there  is  a  theoretical  absorption  of  30  cents  per  ton  wher 
rates  amount  to  $1.80  per  ton,  but  in  our  actual  shipments  and  experience  to  i 
Citv  we  have  been  compelled  to  pay  the  full  rail  charge  of  $1.80  per  ton,  and  stun 

full  expense  of  unloading  and  placing  the  sulphur  on  board  ship. 

Thus  it  is  clearly  shown  that  Freeport’s  tonnage  would  be  subjected  to  h 
charges  if  forced  through  Galveston  or  Texas  City,  and  the  present  aim  and  ende; 
to  create  a  free  port  would  be  defeated.  We  beg  to  reiterate  our  verbal  stater 
that  a  free  port  on  Texas  coast  will  level  port  charges  as  no  other  means  within  i 
would  possibly  do.  If  the  meager  amount  necessary  for  deepe  mg  this  harbor  ] 
provided,  the  United  States  Government  would  unwittingly  lend  itself  to  the 
Definition  of  unnecessary  monopolistic  control  of  its  ports. 

From  this  the  commission  may  absorb  the  idea  that  any  appropriations  fo 
imnrovement  of  the  harbor  would  be  in  support  of  a  private  interest;  but  this  is 
one  important  item  in  the  need.  Many  of  the  most  important  shippers  of  the 
have  testified  so  forcefully  at  the  hearing  before  Col.  Beach  as  to  the  benefits  the 
ping  interests  have  derived,  and  also  as  to  how  much  greater  benefits  will  accr 
them  bv  the  development,  that  there  can  be  no  doubt  left  in  the  minds  of  the  cor 
Bion  as  to  urgent  need.  Beyond  this  mere  statement,  the  tabulation  above  shon 
diversification  of  tonnage  affecting  many  interests  beside  the  sulphur  tonnage 
We  especially  ask  that  you  consider  the  character  of  the  firms  that  are  repres 
in  the  request  for  development  here,  voicing  the  sentiments  of  the  merchants  c 
and  adjacent  States.  Also  the  resolutions  urging  deep  water  at  Ireeport  passi 
commercial  bodies  of  cities  of  Texas,  Oklahoma,  Kansas  and  Missouri,  which 
case  were  solicited  by  us,  and  in  every  case  were  procured  by  the  independent  < 
the  shippers  in  the  various  sections.  Necessarily  the  merchants  would  be  1: 
unknown  to  this  commission  by  name,  and  their  importance  perhaps  not  fully  £ 
ciated  but  in  Texas  and  the  West  the  names  which  appear  in  the  testimony  ar 
resentatives  of  heavy  shipping  and  are  substantial;  and  each  is  a  strong,  infill 

factor  in  his  line  of  business.  .  .  ,  .  ,  . 

As  to  the  question  of  the  advisability  of  the  Government  improving  this  harb 
account  of  proximity  to  Galveston— in  the  discussion  pro  and  con  we  statei 
proximity  in  this  case  may  fairly  be  a  sound  business  reason  for  improvement  maf 
as  the  mouth  of  the  Brazos  is  as  central  to  the  producing  area  of  iexas  as  is  Galv 
and  in  no  case  is  any  farther  from  the  principal  railway  systems  of  Texas  th< 
distance  from  Houston  to  Freeport  (60  miles),  where  all  railways  are  reachec 
many  instances,  the  rail  lines  of  these  large  systems  are  between  Freeport  and  Ho 
and  hence  well  within  the  60  mile*  radius  named  These  are  the  following  ** 
Kansas  &  Texas,  now  here;  St.  Louis,  Brownsville  &  ^ex(Jcovdl^ntQ^.ntt°4104 
Southern  Pacific,  about  15  miles;  Atchison,  Topeka  &  Santa  Fe,  about  40 

International  &  Great  Northern,  20  miles.  .  ,.  +0„„or.fTr 

All  of  the  important  rail  lines  of  Texas  would  hence  require  short  distance  of  n 
to  reach  Freeport,  while  a  remote  port,  say  100  miles  distant  from  Galveston, 
necessitate  great  additional  mileage  to  connect  with  steamer  shipments.  A  < 
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ive  port,  the  advantage  of  a  location  within  easy  reach  of  so  many  important 
•ms  is  obvious. 

p  believe  it  is  the  policy  of  our  Government  to  encourage  competition,  and  we 
i  point  out  that  there  will  be  every  opportunity  at  Freeport  for  anv  firm  to  erect 
i  yn  warehouse,  store  its  own  freight,  and  ship  its  contents  to  customers  everywhere 
r  irect  rail  shipments,  largely  replacing  interior  warehouses,  which  are  now  served 
'dl  shipments  from  the  seaboard,  and  redistributed,  making  two  rail  hauls  where 
l&will  suffice.  It  is  impossible  for  these  wholesalers  to  do  this  at  other  ports  in 
Is,  as  dock  space  is  too  expensive  to  obtain.  It  is  within  our  knowledge,  as  ex- 
|ed  to  you,  that  important  shippers  and  industrial  enterprises  are  ready  to  locate 
B  plants  and  warehouses  here  when  deep  water  is  assured,  and  are  now  prohibited 
hck  of  facilities  and  high  valuation  at  all  other  deep-water  ports.  This  class  of 
Ijiess  will  take  advantage  of  the  situation,  and  many  warehouses  will  result  as  soon 
lep  water  is  assured,  as  free  dock  space  will  be  available  for  all  such  business. 

V  believe  it  is  entirely  safe  and  conservative  to  say  that  the  saving  to  the  com¬ 
be  of  Texas  and  adjacent  territory  would  be  more  everv  12  months  than  the  unus- 
small  cost  of  providing  deep  water  at  the  mouth  of  the  Brazos.  We  believe  the 
g  referred  to  would  be  several  times  the  cost  of  provision  and  maintenance,  but 
e  absence  of  reliable  data  we  confine  this  thought  to  a  sure  basis, 
je  Government  has  already  spent  a  material  sum  in  the  improvement  of  this 
>r  in  addition  to  the  amount  expended  by  private  parties  for  the  construction  of 
itties.  V  e  ask  only  for  completion  of  the  work,  involving  no  new  construction — 
sly  dredging.  The  jetties  are  already  in  place. 

byour  investigation  here  you  inquired  why  it  would  not  be  possible  for  the  mouth 
Ip  Brazos  to  be  served  through  the  ports  of  Galveston  or  Texas  City  by  using  the 
coastal  Canal.  In  order  to  avoid  repetition,  we  beg  to  refer  you  to  the  first  section 
}  printed  supplement  of  the  statement  submitted  to  Col.  Beach,  and,  further,  to 
;  our  attention  to  the  fact  that  during  your  visit  here  we  submitted  both  oral  and 
l?n  proof  to  substantiate  statements  regarding  this  feature,  showing  the  pro- 
.  ve  cost  of  going  through  Galveston  or  Texas  City. 

^  argument  has  been  advanced  that  there  is  no  assurance  that  the  rate  benefits 
a  land  freight  at  Freeport  from  the  Atlantic  seaboard  at  approximately  20  per 
less  than  other  Texas  ports  will  be  maintained,  and  that  there  is  no  guarantee 
j^hese  rates  might  not  be  advanced  at  any  time,  being  a  matter  of  private  con- 
’  between  the  Seaboard  A  Gulf  Steamship  Co.  (the  line  operating  to  this  port) 
Fs  patrons.  _  This  is  true,  but  the  testimony  of  the  officials  of  this  line  is  con- 
s  e  on  the  point  that  this  differential  is  on  account  of  their  ability  to  cheaply  pro- 

Sleheir  own  docks  and  warehouses,  thus  being  free  from  wharfage  and  port  charges 
ed  upon  other  earners  at  other  ports.  At  the  present  time  this  steamship  com- 
is  otherwise  maintaining  its  service  expensively,  because  of  lack  of  deep  water 
-carrying  light  cargoes  in  and  out,  and  incurring  special  expenses  in  order  to 
I  ,he  bar.  .  While  they  can  not  use  the  full  capacity  of  their  boats  now  in  service, 
c  nil  provide  boats  of  a  draft  suitable  to  improved  conditions,  in  order  to  accom- 
k  i  maximum  economy  in  transportation  whenever  deep  water  is  provided. 

J  protection  to  the  shippers  against  the  advancement  of  rates  to  the  figures  paid 
Mer  Texas  ports  and  to  other  carriers  is  that  the  field  is  now,  and  will  always  be, 
ii,o  any  steamship  competition,  as  the  Seaboard  &  Gulf  has  no  monopoly  of  the 
stages  of  the  Freeport  Harbor.  Free  dockage  and  wharfage  space  will  always 
ktilable  here;  this  being  the  unqualified  pledge  of  the  responsible  people  owning 
!tge  on  the  harbor  from  Freeport  to  the  Gulf.  They  are  irrevocably  committed 
b  pledge,  guaranteeing  wholesome  competition  in  perpetuity.  But,  as  explained 
q,  no  formal  action  has  heretofore  been  taken  to  put  into  legal  and  binding  effect 
mention  to  make  this  a  free  port  in  perpetuity,  and  to  meet  your  just  suggestion, 
t  i  making  the  appropriation  for  improvement  the  Government  should  make  it 
■dional  upon  a  legal  contract  in  such  form  at  to  insure  perpetuity,  counsel  has 
mngaged  to  prepare  in  memorandum  form,  to  be  submitted  to  you,  an  agree- 
i',o  be  executed  by  the  owners  of  the  water  front,  which  shall  become  a  burden 
Bthe  title  of  the  property,  fully  meeting  this  requirement.  This  memorandum 
subject  to  any  conditions  or  modifications  that  the  War  Department  may 
uito  maxe.  This  statement  is  made  merely  to  cover  the  understanding  on  this 
i  imved  at  during  your  visit  here. 


submitted. 


Freeport  Commerce  League. 
Geo.  C.  Morris,  President. 

C.  P.  Kendall,  Secretary. 


o|F.  V.  Abbot, 

0  H.  C.  Newcomer, 
o  H.  Taylor, 

Board  of  Engineers  for  Rivers  and  Harbors. 
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Supplemental  Statement  of  Hon.  Thomas  H.  Ball,  Submitted  to  Col.  Bans, 
H  Beach  Division  Engineer,  Corps  of  Engineers,  W  ar  Departme. 
Baltimore  Md„  Respecting  Project  for  Deep  W7ater  at  Freeport,  Te 
for  Consideration  in  Connection  with  Hearing  Held  at  Freeport,  Tij 

June  23,  1914. 

Houston,  Tex.,  August  25,  1914 

Dear  Sir:  It  was  my  purpose  to  attend  the  hearing  held  at  Freeport,  Tex.,  Ji 
23  1914  to  support  the  proposition  for  further  improvement  of  the  mouth  of 
Brazos  River,  with  a  view  to  obtaining  approximately  a  25-foot  depth  of  water J 
the  mouth  of  the  Brazos  to  Freeport,  Tex.,  as  contemplated  by  the  pre  imm 
report  and  survey  authorized  by  Congress  in  the  last  rivers  and  haroors bi  1.  hi 
was  unavoidablv  absent;  and  I  have  been  accorded  the  privilege  of  su ,  mitting  to 
this  additionarstatement  and  argument,  for  which  courtesy  I  beg  m  express 

aPA moiig'otli ers  present  at  the  hearing  were  many  shippers  and  merchants  of  Te; 
eviden(*iug  their  interest  in  this  project  and  the  showing  made  thereat  and  the  1 
and  figures  submitted  to  you  evidence  not  only  a  deep  and  widespread  interns 
the  development  of  this  port,  but  as  well  an  intelligent  conception  of  its  neces 
and  worth  to  the  agricultural,  commercial,  and  industrial  interests  in  and  out  ot  le 
The  National  Government  is  morally  bound  to  use  its  engineering  shill  and  fn 
in  any  reasonable  amount  to  develop  this  port,  and  it  is  not  doubted  that  the  ex] 
diture  of  $500  000,  believed  by  Col.  C.  S.  Riche,  engineer  m  charge,  to  be  suffic 
to  obtain  a  channel  25  feet  in  depth  from  the  mouth  of  the  Brazos  River  to  Freei 
in  the  manner  contemplated  by  his  preliminary  survey,  would  be  amply  mstifK 

no  such  moral  obligation  existed.  .  .  ,  ■,  •  ? 

That  it  may  appear  why  the  National  Government  is  s>  bound,  a  brief  sirniD 

of  some  of  the  facts  will  be  in  order:  .  ,  T >  ™  n 

In  1888  Congress  passed  an  act  by  which  privileges  were  given  to  the  biazo.  a 
Channel  &  Dock  Co.  to  improve  the  mouth  of  the  Brazos  River,  and  a  charter 
the  State  of  Texas  was  secured  to  there  develop  a  port.  The  act  of  Congress  and 
charter  authorized  this  company  to  tax  the  commerce  using  the  port  as  well  i 
tonnage  as  for  wharves  and  terminal  facilities.  This  company  expended  cons  dig 
more  than  a  million  dollars  in  the  work  of  improvement  and  m  the  construe^ 
the  ietties-  and,  finding  itself  in  financial  difficulties  and  unable  to  contmjj 
project  in  1898  they  came  to  Congress,  and  after  vainly  attempting  to  have  the' 
eminent  take  the  work  off  of  their  hands,  finally  agreed  to  surrender  their  proy 
and  deed  it  to  the  National  Government  allowing  it  to  continue  the  work  Cor 
authorized  an  estimate  upon  the  work  done  by  the  Channel  &  Dock  Co  and 
report  of  the  board  showed  a  value  to  the  Government  if  utilized  by  U,  of  $600 
At  the  time  of  the  conveyance,  in  the  rivers  and  harbors  bill  of  1898  .)J,  the 
ernment  appropriated  $85,000  for  improvement  of  the  mouth  of  the  Brazos  and  i 
thought  by  everyone  that  the  work  would  be  continued.  In  the  rivers  and  ha 
bill  of  1900-1901  the  Senate  adopted  an  amendment  thereto  appropriating  $40 
to  pay  the  Channel  &  Dock  Co.  for  its  jetties,  which  was  vigorously  suppo^dn 
Senate  and  by  Members  of  the  House.  As  the  Texas  member  of  the  R^G 
Harbors  Committee  I  challenged  this  appropriation  and  spoke  strongly  again 
urging  that  the  Government  board,  consisting  of  one  member  of  the  Geodetic  fen 
one  member  of  the  Army  Engineers,  and  a  civil  engineer,  bad  advised  . agams 
payment  to  the  company,  and  that  the  conveyance  had  been  made  upon .a -propo 
to  convey  the  jetties  to  the  Government,  the  company  to  surrender  its  right  to  c 
tolls  if  the  Government  would  take  uyi  the  work,  and  that  to  leimburse 
the  circumstances  would  be  setting  a  precedent  that  ought  not  to  be  made.  Ml 
Mr.  Burton,  the  chairman  of  the  Rivers  and  Harbors  Committee,  oppose 
payment  of  the  $400,000  and  concurrence  in  the  Senate  amendment,  and  said, 
or  three  years  ago  it  appeared  to  them  that  they  would  not,  succeed  m  the  - 
They  then  came  to  Congress  and  asked  us  to  appropriate  for  the  improve  e 
mouth  of  that  river.  They  admitted  that  they  had  not  succeeded  They '  wm 

‘The  Government  will  undertake  that  work  for  the  improvement  of  the .mm 
that  river  where  you  have  failed;  but  you  must  make  a  deed  to^ the  Goven I 
surrendering  all  right,  title,  interest,  and  franchise  at  that  place.  i  hereu 

vote  was  taken  and  the  amendment  was  lost  t  < 

I  may  add  also  that  all  persons  pecuniarily  interested  in  the  develop  e 
port,  except  those  interested  in  the  syndicate,  worked  diligently  to  take 
out  of  the  hands  of  the  syndicate  and  unanimously  opposed ^either  the ^payni 
the  $600,000 — the  value  placed  on  the  works  by  the  Government  board 
$400,000  payment  proposed  by  the  Senate  amendment. 
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i  supporting  now  the  proposition  that  the  United  States  engineers  recommend 
appropriation  by  Congress  of  the  amount  estimated  for  the  development  of  this 
I  am  only  doing  what  I  would  be  required  in  good  faith  to  do  were  I  still  a 
Iber  of  Congress  and  a  member  of  the  Rivers  and  Harbors  Committee;  in  fact, 
imount  now  asked  to  be  recommended  is  far  less  than  anyone  contemplated  at 
lime  would  be  necessary  to  give  the  proposed  depth  of  water,  and,  besides,  mate- 
levelopments  have  since  transpired  that  give  the  port  a  better  claim  in  its  own 
than  it  then  had. 

>resent  the  following  suggestions,  which  are  in  part  a  duplication,  but  somewhat 
Irently  arranged,  of  matters  presented  to  Col.  Riche  in  support  of  the  preliminary 
)y  and  matters  presented  to  you  at  the  Freeport  hearing,  but  which  may  be 
:1  convenient  in  printed  form  for  reference : 

e  Brazos  River  is  the  largest  in  Texas  and  runs  through  the  most  fertile  and  pro- 
ive  area  of  the  State  for  more  than  400  miles.  This  river  is  now  being  improved 
le  National  Government  from  its  mouth  to  the  city  of  Waco,  and  the  large  terri- 
tributary  thereto  finds  its  natural  outlet  to  deep  water  at  Freeport.  The  value 
3  work  being  done  by  the  National  Government  on  the  Brazos  River  proper  will 
Qormously  enhanced  and  such  expenditures  conserved  by  giving  commerce 
h  will  come  down  the  river  access  to  a  port  without  taking  a  railway  and  exert 
•11  a  very  beneficial  influence  upon  the  railways  competing  therewith, 
e  Intercoastal  Canal,  intended  to  ultimately  afford  direct  water  connection  from 
Mississippi  River  to  Corpus  Christi,  and  perhaps  to  the  Rio  Grande,  intersects 
Srazos  River  between  its  mouth  and  Freeport,  and  thus  we  have  an  ideal  location 
j  light-draft  navigation,  in  the  utilization  of  deep  water  at  a  point  where  the 
[coastal  Canal,  the  river,  and  the  sea  meet.  When  the  Brazos  River  is  made 
hble  to  Waco  north  and  south,  millions  of  acres  of  the  most  fertile  cotton,  corn, 
sugar  land  in  the  United  States  will  be  opened  up  and  made  valuable  for  agri- 
ral  purposes  and  which,  by  reason  of  lack  of  transportation  facilities,  is  com- 
ively  undeveloped.  The  Intercoastal  Canal  will  be  a  valuable  factor  in  a  like 
j  east  and  west.  For  inbound  freight  a  deep-water  harbor  at  Freeport  will  mean 
t  saving  upon  interior  shipments  by  water  rates  to  all  points  between  and  to  the 
)f  Waco,  and  the  benefit  of  such  rates  will  not  stop  there,  but  reach  out  for  points 
ad  Waco.  This  will  be  true  also  with  the  Intercoastal  Canal,  except  that  trans¬ 
om  deep-water  to  light-draft  navigation  could  also  be  had  at  Galveston,  but  not 
ectively  there  as  at  Freeport  for  the  reason  that  here  is  found  absolutely  the  only 
where  no  wharfage  or  dock  charges  exist. 

e  opening  of  the  Panama  Canal  will  necessarily  give  a  tremendous  impetus  to 
ports,  which  are  already  enormously  increasing  their  business  by  reason  of  ad- 
Lgeous  location,  and  commerce  will  find  an  outlet  at  Freeport  from  a  vast  section 
j  country  510  miles  nearer  than  from  the  great  port  on  the  Atlantic  seaboard,  it 
;  also  585  miles  nearer  the  heart  of  the  agricultural  center  of  the  United  States 
New  York,  and  510  miles  nearer  than  is  San  Francisco,  and  is  ideally  located 
its  part  in  taking  care  of  that  commerce. 

seport  is  what  its  name  implies — i.  e.,free  from  the  usual  and  customary  dock 
wharfage  charges  imposed  on  commerce  at  practically  all  American  ports  of 
L’tance.  In  addition,  the  comparatively  low  banks  of  the  Brazos  River,  which 
•y  wide  as  high  up  or  even  higher  than  Velasco,  affords  splendid  opportunities 
ips,  docks,  and  wharves,  and  the  location  of  all  character  of  industries  in  the 
convenient,  feasible,  and  economical  way.  Here  cargoes  of  deep-water,  river, 
ntercoastal  canal  vessels  can  be  exchanged,  and  warehouse  facilities  for  storage 
and  products  such  as  cotton,  corn,  and  sugar,  as  well  as  inbound  merchandise 
y  extent  can  be  had  along  several  miles  of  water  front. 

3  enormous  sulphur  fields  now  being  developed  3  miles  from  Freeport  has  a 
m  territory  of  110  acres,  under  which  it  is  estimated  17.000,000  tons  of  sulphur 
-he  largest  deposit  in  the  known  world.  The  Louisiana  field,  which  occupies 
iss  proven  territory,  has  produced  an  average  of  600.000  tons  for  1912-13,  as  shown 
(statement  submitted  by  the  Freeport  Commerce  League,  and  there  is  no  reason 
fthe  Freeport  field  should  not  equal  or  exceed  the  Louisiana  production.  The 
i  already  constructed,  and  the  second  double  unit  soon  to  be  completed,  is  shown 
Ive  a  capacity  of  120,000  tons  per  annum  now  in  sight,  and  the  large  outlay  of 

Iy  already  expended  in  the  construction  of  plants  and  the  development  of  this 
and  the  high  character  of  the  parties  at  interest,  gives  absolute  assurance  of  the 
opment  of  a  great  tonnage  here,  which  exists  at  no  other  port  on  the  Gulf.  The 
essels  owned  by  the  Seaboard  &  Gulf  Steamship  Co.,  which  were  acquired  for 
urpose  of  and  operates  a  line  direct  between  New*York  and  Freeport,  having 
m  dock  and  warehouse  at  the  latter  point,  has  already  resulted  in  a  very  large 
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saving  to  the  users  of  this  port,  although  the  company  itself  has  been  greatly  retardi 
in  its  work  by  want  of  a  proper  depth  of  water,  causing  its  ships  at  times  to  groui 
or  absolutely  turn  aside,  at  great  cost  and  expense,  to  discharge  its  cargoes  elsewhei 

The  terminal  company  organized  in  connection  with  this  port  has  declared^! 
policy  to  afford  free  wharfage  for  vessels,  not  to  charge  tonnage,  and  to  maintain 
liberal  policy  with  respect  to  locating  industries  at  the  mouth  of  the  river. .  It 
proposed  to  donate  sites  to  industries  which  are  of  sufficient  importance  to  justi 
such  treatment,  and  industries  which  of  necessity  must  be  at  deep  water  can  find 
more  suitable  place  than  the  mouth  of  the  Brazos.  Many  industries  contempla 
availing  themselves  of  this  opportunity  as  soon  as  satisfied  that  the  channel  will  1 
deepened  to  a  sufficient  depth  to  accommodate  vessels  necessary  for  their  vano 

enterprises.  .  _  ^  . 

The  Tampico  oil  district,  which  will  be  very  active  when  the  Mexican  troubles  2 

ended,  is  so  situated  as  to  its  wells  located  near  the  coast  that  the  oil  flows  by  gravi 
into  the  tanks  of  steamers,  and  steaming  across  the  Gulf  the  Freeport  <&  Mexican  ( 
Co.,  or  other  companies  which  may  use  this  port,  can  pump  the  oil  direct  from  th 
vessels  into  storage  tanks  on  the  Brazos  banks,  and  thus  minimize  every  expense 
its  handling.  This  is  very  important  to  refineries  and  factories  seeking  to  be  suppli 
with  fuel  oil  at  a  minimum  cost. 

When  developed  this  port  should  attract  commerce  from  all  parts  of  the  State  a 
the  trans-Mississippi  country,  and,  connecting  with  the  Brazos  River  and  the  Int 
coastal  Canal  for  light-draft  commerce,  and  with  no  charge  for  docks  and  wharfage 
will  not  only  be  in  a  position  to  offer  superior  advantages  to  all  agricultural,  comm 
cial,  and  industrial  interests,  but  will  originate  a  great  tonnage  of  its  own,  ready 
supply  at  all  times  return  cargoes  by  land  and  sea.  ] 

Already  recognizing  these  advantages,  the  Missouri,  Kansas  &  Texas  Railroad,  ( 
of  the  great  railway  systems,  has  acquired  an  interest  in  and  the  operation  of  1 
Houston  &  Brazos ‘Valley  Railroad  Co.,  connecting  also  at  Anchor  with  the  Ini 
national  &  Great  Northern  Railroad,  and  at  Angleton  with  the  St.  Louis  Brownsv 
&  Mexico  Railway,  and  operating  over  3  miles  of  railroad  recently  built  directly  r 
the  sulphur  mines.  This  great  system  of  railway  ramifies  through  Texas,  Oklahoi 
and  Kansas,  and  will  be  very  important  in  building  up  shipments  to  and  from  Freepc 
With  proper  facilities,  large  quantities  of  cotton  will  seek  an  outlet  to  the  Gulf  h 
where  the  Missouri,  Kansas  &  Texas  has  acquired  large  and  extensive  terminals,  2 
the  congestion  avoided  which  frequently  results  in  great  loss  and  damage  and  de 
by  reason  of  the  inability  of  other  ports  to  handle  the  enormous  cotton  crop  of  le 
and  Oklahoma  when  shipments  are  being  rapidly  made. 

It  has  been  suggested  that  the  construction  of  the  Intercoastai  (.anal  might  an 
some  argument  against  the  improvement  of  this  port  to  the  depth  contemplat 
Not  so;  it  only  increases  the  port’s  worth.  When  the  Government  took  over  1 
work  from  the  Brazos  Channel  &  Dock  Co.  with  a  view  of  giving  a  port  at  the  mo 
of  the  Brazos,  the  Intercoastai  Canal  project  as  now  contemplated  had  never  b< 
adopted,  although  the  light-draft  canal  between  the  mouth  of  the  Brazos  and  ( 
veston  was  contemplated.  Further,  the  enormous  cotton  and  grain  crops  which  s 
an  outlet  on  the  Gulf  require  unlimited  facilities,  and  every  additional  port  or  taci 
in  use  means  an  enormous  saving  to  commerce.  The  port  of  Galveston  is  not  prop* 
chargeable  to  Texas,  as  it  bears  somewhat  the  relation  to  the  great  section  oi 
country  tributary  to  the  Gulf  that  New  York  does  to  the  Atlantic  seaboard.  Besi( 
the  commerce  using  Galveston  is  exceedingly  bulky,  and  the  limitations  wi 
necessarily  exist  at  times  cause  a  congestion  that  retards  and  increases  the  cos 
handling  the  products  of  the  country  which  seek  the  sea  upon  the  Gulf  coast. 

In  considering  improvements  upon  the  Texas  coast  particular  consideration  she 
be  given  to  the  fact  that  savings  to  interstate  commerce  have  been  many  thousand 
greater  than  savings  to  intrastate  commerce  to  Texas.  It  is  estimated  that  d| 
water  at  Galveston  saved  within  less  than  two  years  upon  the  gram  rates  alone  n 
than  the  entire  cost  of  the  work.  Besides,  Texas  in  her  own  confines  is  about  OU 
square  miles  larger  than  either  France  or  Germany,  and,  m  addition  to  being  a  ,g| 
factor  in  maintaining  the  balance  of  trade  in  our  favor  by  exported  products,  it  I 
great  and  growing  home  market  for  the  balance  of  the  Union.  Due  regard,  there!  j 
should  be  had  in  considering  the  expenditure  of  money  by  the  National  Governin' 
not  only  as  to  the  size  of  the  State  but  of  its  potential  relations  to  all  sections 
interests  of  the  National  Government. 

I  will  not  attempt  to  duplicate  facts  and  figures  already  m  evidence,  but  respect! 
urge  upon  you  a  careful  consideration  thereof,  and,  in  order  to  evidence  in  ® 
degree  the  widespread  and  active  interest  in  this  proposition,  I  am  attaching  e 
as  an  exhibit  a  resolution  of  the  officers,  directors,  and  stockholders  of  the  Sea  j 
&  Gulf  Steamship  Co.,  which  is  no  doubt  on  file,  together  with  resolutions  of  nume 
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lercial  bodies,  but,  attached  here,  may  be  found  convenient  for  reference.  The 
s  appearing  thereon  are  those  of  substantial  business  men,  and  a  glance  at  their 
3  of  business  will  evidence  the  many  sections  of  Texas  which  feel  an  abiding 
the  'K’ork  proposed.  This  is  not  a  courtesy  resolution,  but  is  the  work  of 
vho  have  put  their  money  into  a  steamship  company  the  investment  of  which 
not  have  been  for  a  moment  considered  but  for  the  belief  that  their  business 
sts  and  sections  would  largely  be  subserved  by  deep  water  at  Freeport.  They 
ird-headed  business  men  with  full  knowledge  of  ports  and  terminal  facilities 
eight  rates  of  Texas,  boat  and  rail,  and  their  opinion  as  to  the  importance  of  the 
>itv  for  this  de^  elopment  is  best  shown  by  their  spending  their  money  and 
their  time  and  attention  to  a  matter  which  they  deem  will  greatly  redound  to 
nterest,  which  necessarily  means  that  of  all  Texas,  as  well  as  the  commerce  of 
States  and  nations  vitally  interested  in  deep  water  upon  the  Texas  coast, 
ill  be  conceded  that  competitive  lines  of  railway  are  necessary,  although  their 
s  are  subject  to  National  and  State  regulation,  in  order  to  secure  proper  service 
cilities  to  shippers. 

tpetitive  ports  are  even  more  necessary  as  water  rates  are  not  so  subject  and 
oblems  of  wbarves,  warehouses,  tenninals,  sites  for  industries,  conveniences 
imerce,  and  economy  of  operations  and  timesaving  are  factor  of  prime  impor- 
In  other  words,  opportunities  for  port  monopolies  are  more  far-reaching  than 
asportation  monopoly,  in  their  effect  upon  commerce. 

:>ectfully  submitted . 


Lansing  H.  Beach, 

Division  Engineer .  Corps  of  Engineers. 


Thos.  H.  Ball. 


exhibit. 

(  meeting  of  the  officers,  directors,  and  stockholders  of  the  Seaboard  &  Gulf 

ffiip  Co.,  held  at  Freeport,  Tex.,  on  the  30th  day  of  August,  1913,  the  following 
resent:  ’  ° 

.  Hughes,  president  Ed.  S.  Hughes  Co.,  Abilene,  Tex. 

•  Barfield,  vice  president  and  general  manager  Seaboard  &  Gulf  Steamship 
■eeport,  Tex.  r 

.  Heitmann,  vice  president  F.  W.  Heitmann  Co.,  wholesale  hardware,  Hous- 

x. 

:  Jackson,  secretary  and  treasurer  Seaboard  &  Gulf  Steamship  Co.,  Freeport, 

'.  Davis,  Freeport  Sulphur  Co.,  Freeport,  Tex. 

Hinds,  traffic  manager  Butler  Bros.,  Dallas,  Tex. 
rt  Reed,  traffic  manager  Sanger  Bros.,  Dallas,  Tex. 

;e  A.  Trumbull,  president  Huey  &  Philp  Hardware  Co.,  Dallas,  Tex. 

’ arrar .  stockman,  Angleton,  Brazoria  Countv,  Tex. 

je  H.  Whyte,  president  Fort  Worth  Heavy  Hardware  Co.,  Fort  Worth.  Tex 
)  Goldman,  Goldman  Grocery  Co.,  Paris,  Tex. 

.  Connor,  president  North  Texas  Dry  Goods  Co.,  Paris,  Tex. 

Clifton,  president  Clifton  Manufacturing  Co.,  Waco,  Tex. 

•Weber,  traffic  manager  San  Antonio  Drug  Co.,  San  Antonio,  Tex 

1  Schumacher,  president  the  Schumacher  Co.,  Houston,  La  Grange,  and  Vic- 

ex . 

Flaxman,  president  the  Flaxman  Drv  Goods  Co.,  Houston  Tex 
Hodges,  cashier  Angleton  State  Bank,  Angleton.  Tex. 

Rucks,  attorney  at  law,  Angleton,  Tex. 

Dittman,  treasurer  F.  W.  Heitmann  Co.,  Houston,  Tex. 
ollowing  stockholders  and  shippers,  being  unable  to  attend  the  meeting,  sent 
:en  indorsements  and  assurances  of  cordial  cooperation  in  the  work  of  the 

r  " 

B.  Schermerhorn,  president  F.  T.  B.  Schermerhorn  Co.,  Fort  Worth,  Tex. 
t  Mathias  &  Co.,  El  Paso,  Tex. 

Willard,  vice  president  Kinsella  Hat  Co.,  Dallas,  Tex. 

3s  Schreiner,  banker,  Kerrville,  Tex. 

I  Shear,  president  the  Rotan  Grocery  Co.,  Waco,  Tex. 

WGross,  president  Washer  Bros.,  Fort  Worth,  Tex. 

^Grocery  Co.,  Paris,  Tex. 

EHartzog,  president  Crouch-Hartzog  Co.,  McKinney,  Tex. 

I  Berry,  secretary  and  treasurer  Crook-Record  Co.,  Paris,  Tex. 
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B° B° Gilmerf  president  Southern  Drug  Co.,  Houston  Tex.  I 

A*  C  Goeth  manager  Walter  Tips,  Hardware  &  Machinery,  Austin,  Tex. 

I  ^^^“McKin-EUers  Co.,  Austin,  Tex.  ] 

Eaj%o^“Sogan-AUnoch  Dry  Goods  Co.,  Houston,  Tex.  | 

TomIcp  Bros  Co.,  San  Antonio,  Tex. 

John  F.  Ryan,  Martin  Casey  &  Co.,  Fort  Worth,  Tex.  Worth  1 

William  Monnig,  president  and  treasurer  Monnig  Dry  Good  . 

R  B.  Templeton  &  Son,  wholesale  dry  goods,  Navasota,  Tex. 

Charles  C.  McRae,  Houston,  Tex. 

F.  W.  Brosig,  Navasota,  Tex. 

A  F^StMiolatM11’ Castanola  &  Sons,  San  Antonio,  Tex.  J 

I.  Heidenheimer,  jr.,  Austin,  Tex  . 

G.  A.  Duerler  Manufacturing  Co.,  San  Antonio,  l  ex. 

W\  S.  Mosher,  Houston  Structural  Steel  Co.,  Houston,  Tex. 

Hodges  Dry  Goods  Co.,  Palestine,  Tex. 

Charles  L.  Sanger,  Sanger  Bros.,  Waco,  Tex. 

W.  J.  Hamlett,  dry  goods,  Milford  Tex.  p.  n 

Edward  Titche,  president  Titche-Goettmger  Co. ,  Dalla^ Tex. 

J  C.  Weaver,  president  Bnggs-Weaver  Machinery  Co.,  Dallas,  lex. 

R.  Liebman,  Texas  Paper  Co  Dallas  Tex. 

L.  Craddock,  L.  Craddock  &  >  Dallas  Tex. 

<3  U  Davis  Parbn  &  Orrendorf  Co.,  Dallas,  lex.  n  rr,  _ 

C.  D.  Pratt,’  president  and  treasurer  Pratt  Paint  &  Paper  Co.,  Dallas,  Tex. 

Hensinger  Hardware  Co.,  San  Antonio  Tex.  Houston  Tex 

W.  A.  Cortes,  treasurer  Bermg-Cortes  Hardware  Co.,  Houston,  lex. 

C.  F.  Hellmouth ,  Bellville,  Tex 
The  Goldstein  Migel  Co.,  Waco,  Tex. 

W.  C.  Stripling,  Fort  Worth,  Tex. 

Nash  Hardware  Co.,  Fort  Worth,  Tex. 

T  H  &  E.  A.  Holingrene,  San  Antonio,  lex. 

George  K.  McLendon,  McLendon  Hardware  Co.,  Waco,  Tex. 

H  S.  Bettes  Hardware  Co.,  Paris,  Tex. 

James  Shield,  James  Shield  &  Son,  Leonard,  lex. 

Woldert  Grocery  Co.,  Tyler,  Tex. 

Kennard  Mercantile  Co.,  Cleburne,  tex.  .  TT  -j  p  Tpy 

Walter  B.Connally,  secretary 

The  question  of  furt^V'mF°^e“er"mbuii  offered  the  following  resolution,  \ 
Seconded  by  MrP'  Heitmann,  and  after full  discussion 

**  *•  81 
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reas  it  is  reasonably  believed  that  the  work  of  this  company  has  saved  since 
inauguration  not  less  than  $1,000,000  annually,  based  on  figures  made  by  Texas 
ppers  by  reducing  and  holding  down  rates,  and  it  is  believed  that  even  better 
ults  will  be  had  with  the  additional  service  now  provided,  and  that  further 
provements  by  the  National  Government  are  necessary,  if  such  results  are  to 
obtained,  and  that  this  company  has  been  hampered"  and  inconvenienced  in 
;  operation  by  lack  of  a  proper  channel  depth,  and  other  shipping  interests  pre- 
uted  thereby  from  using  the  port;  and 

-eas  we  are  advised  that  the  Congress  has  ordered  a  survey  of  the  river  from  the 
uth  of  the  Brazos  to  Freeport,  with  a  view  of  procuring  a  uniform  depth  of  25 
t,  which  will  give  a  depth  of  water  and  opportunity  to  accommodate  industries  and 
rninal  facilities  desiring  to  make  use  thereof,  and  thereby  largely  benefit  the 
nmerce  of  Texas;  and 

*eas  this  company  has  received  scores  of  applications  not  only  in  Texas  but 
m  the  eastern  seaboard  looking  to  the  accommodation  in  storage  of  merchandise, 
ich  of  which  is  prohibited  owing  to  excessive  storage  rates  elsewhere  on  the 
xas  coast,  and  which  can  be  much  more  cheaply  provided  than  is  now  being  done 
he  larger  and  less  expensive  terminals  and  facilities  at  Freeport  are  utilized 
ten  a  proper  depth  of  water  is  provided  :  Therefore  be  it 

wived,  That  we  cordially  indorse  and  approve  the  proposition  and  urge  upon 
Government  engineers  and  Congress  the  adoption  of  the  project  and  its  speedy 
letion,  and  pledge  our  support  and  cooperation  in  fully  justifying  the  expendi- 
)y  the  National  Government  of  an  amount  sufficient  to  carry  out  this  worthy 
nuch  needed  improvement. 

tereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  is  a  true  and  correct  copy  of  the  resolutions 
d  at  a  meeting  of  the  Seaboard  &  Gulf  Steamship  Co.  at  the  time  and  place 
in  stated. 

al.]  (Signed)  Felix  Jackson, 

Secretary. 
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